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SEXUAL EXPLOITATION OF CHILDREN 
OVER THE INTERNET: THE FACE OF A 
CHILD PREDATOR AND OTHER ISSUES 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 2006 

House of Representatives, 

Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations, 

Washington, DC. 


The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:10 a.m., in Room 
2123 of the Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Ed Whitfield 
(Chairman) presiding. 

Members present: Representatives Whitfield, Walden, Ferguson, 
Burgess, Blackburn, Barton (ex officio), and Stupak. 

Staff present: Mark Paoletta, Chief Counsel for Oversight and 
Investigations; Kelli Andrews, Counsel; Karen Christian, Counsel; Ryan 
Ambrose, Legislative Clerk; David Nelson, Minority 
Investigator/Economist; Jonathan Brater, Minority Staff Assistant; and 
Elizabeth Ertel, Minority Senior Staff Assistant. 

Mr. Whitfield. I would like to call this hearing to order this 
morning. And today the subcommittee is holding its seventh hearing on 
the topic of the Sexual Exploitation of Children over the Internet. 
During the past 6 months, the subcommittee has learned a lot about what 
industry and law enforcement is doing and can do to combat the 
proliferation of sexually exploited images of children over the Internet. 
And I must say all of us have been appalled at the proliferation of this 
problem over the Internet. Today, we are going to turn to a different 
topic, and that is hopefully learning more about the child predators that 
seek to harm children. 

We are going to hear from a distinguished panel today. First, we 
have two witnesses that are with us by video conferencing. Dr. Philip 
Jenkins, from Penn State University, and Dr. Anna Salter, a clinical 
psychologist based in Madison, Wisconsin. I know that there has been 
some technical issues relating to Dr. Salter, but we hope that she will be 
here and we appreciate her sharing with us the interview that she 
conducted with a convicted child sex offender. We saw this video prior 
to the hearing, and we are prepared to ask some questions regarding that 
video. 


( 1 ) 
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Dr. Jenkins, we look forward to hearing your observations of the 
online pedophile message boards that you were able to infiltrate a few 
years ago and more about your thoughts on this dangerous online 
community. I also look forward to hearing from Dr. Hernandez about 
the Bureau of Prisons and the only sex offender treatment program in the 
country that they have and to discuss the study that you published in 
2000 about the offenders you were treating that showed a link between 
possession of child pornography and contact offenses with children. 

I also want to thank Mr. Kurt Eichenwald of the New York Times. I 
would say that with his work in this area he provided us a wonderful 
service not only to this committee, but also to the country and his 
journalism really spurred this subcommittee’s action on this issue. I 
want to thank him also for his work and wish him well as he closes out a 
20-year career at the New York Times next week and begins writing for 
a new publication, so we wish you the very best in your future 
challenges, Mr. Eichenwald. I would say that your work about online 
child exploitation has been illuminating and we look forward to hearing 
more today about your observations of the online pedophile community, 
as well as concerns you have about child modeling sites. I am also 
interested in hearing about the new information that you provided the 
committee which shows in detail how pedophiles share their tips on 
evading detection from law enforcement. These are savvy criminals that 
will stop at nothing to insure that they can continue to build up their 
collections of sick sexually exploited images of children. 

I would also be interested to hear from our experts today whether 
there is a so-called profile of a child predator, and, if not, are there any 
signs that parents and children should be aware of that can give them a 
clue as to whether or not an individual may be a child predator. On the 
second panel we will switch focus a bit and hear from the leading U.S. 
domain name registry company called GoDaddy, and from a Web 
hosting company. Blue Gravity Communications, about the steps they 
can take to remove content involving he sexual exploitation of children 
off of their network. 

As I understand it, GoDaddy, in addition to being a domain registry 
company, also provides Web hosting services. It is imperative that at 
every step of this process in setting up websites from the domain name 
registry to signing up with the Web hosting company and to finally 
getting connectivity to the site with an ISP that we encourage industry to 
be as aggressive and innovative as possible, and take appropriate steps to 
investigate and weed out sites that sexually exploit children. I want to 
thank all the witnesses for being here today, and at this time I recognize 
the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Stupak. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Ed Whitfield follows:] 
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Prepared Statement of the Hon. Ed Whitfield, Chairman, Subcommittee on 
Oversight and Investigations 

GOOD MORNING. TODAY THE SUBCOMMITTEE IS HOLDING ITS 
SEVENTH HEARING ON THE TOPIC OF THE SEXUAL EXPLOITATION OF 
CHILDREN OVER THE INTERNET. OVER THE COURSE OF THE PAST SIX 
MONTHS, THE SUBCOMMITTEE HAS LEARNED A LOT ABOUT WHAT 
INDUSTRY AND LAW ENFORCEMENT IS DOING AND CAN DO TO COMBAT 
THE PROLIFERATION OF SEXUALLY EXPLOITATIVE IMAGES OF CHILDREN 
OVER THE INTERNET. 

TODAY, WE TURN TO AN ENTIRELY DIFFERENT TOPIC— LEARNING 
MORE ABOUT THE CHILD PREDATORS THAT SEEK TO HARM CHILDREN. 
WE ARE GOING TO HEAR FROM A VERY DISTINGUISHED PANEL TODAY. 
FIRST, WE HAVE TWO WITNESSES THAT ARE WITH US TODAY VIA 
VIDEOCONFERENCING— DR. PHILIP JENKINS, FROM PENN STATE 
UNIVERSITY AND DR. ANNA SALTER, A CLINICAL PSYCHOLOGIST BASED 
IN MADISON WISCONSIN. DR. SALTER, WE APPRECIATE YOU SHARING 
WITH US THE INTERVIEW YOU CONDUCTED WITH A CONVICTED CHILD 
SEX OFFENDER AND WE ARE PREPARED TO ASK YOU SOME QUESTIONS 
ABOUT THAT. DR JENKINS, WE LOOK FORWARD TO HEARING YOUR 
OBSERVATIONS OF THE ON-LINE PEDOPHILE MESSAGE BOARDS YOU 
WERE ABLE TO INFILTRATE A FEW YEARS AGO AND MORE ABOUT YOUR 
THOUGHTS ON THIS DANGEROUS ON-LINE COMMUNITY. I ALSO LOOK 
FORWARD TO HEARING FROM DR. HERNANDEZ ABOUT THE BUREAU OF 
PRISONS ONLY SEX OFFENDER TREATMENT PROGRAM IN THE COUNTRY 
AND TO DISCUSS THE STUDY HE PUBLISHED IN 2000 ABOUT THE 
OFFENDERS HE WAS TREATING WHICH SHOWED A LINK BETWEEN 
POSSESSION OF CHILD PORNOGRAPHY AND CONTACT OFFENSES WITH 
CHILDREN. 

I WOULD ALSO LIKE TO THANK MR. KURT EICHENWALD OF THE NEW 
YORK TIMES FOR TESTIFYING A SECOND TIME AT OUR HEARING ON THIS 
TOPIC. YOUR WORK ABOUT ON-LINE CHILD EXPLOITATION HAS BEEN 
VERY ILLUMINATING AND WE LOOK FORWARD TO HEARING MORE ABOUT 
YOUR OBSERVATIONS OF THE ON-LINE PEDOPHILE COMMUNITY, AS WELL 
AS, CONCERNS YOU HAVE ABOUT “CHILD MODELING SITES.” I AM ALSO 
INTERESTED IN HEARING ABOUT THE NEW INFORMATION THAT MR. 
EICHENWALD PROVIDED THE COMMITTEE, WHICH SHOWS IN DETAIL HOW 
THESE PEDOPHILES SHARE THEIR TIPS ON EVADING DETECTION BY LAW 
ENFORCEMENT. THESE ARE SAVVY CRIMINALS THAT WILL STOP AT 
NOTHING TO ENSURE THAT THEY CAN CONTINUE TO BUILD UP THEIR 
COLLECTIONS OF SICK SEXUALLY EXPLOITATIVE IMAGES OF CHILDREN. I 
WILL ALSO BE INTERESTED TO HEAR FROM OUR EXPERTS TODAY 
WHETHER THERE IS A SO-CALLED ‘PROFILE” OF A CHILD PREDATOR AND 
IF NOT, ARE THERE ANY SIGNS THAT PARENTS AND CHILDREN SHOULD BE 
AWARE OF THAT CAN CLUE THEM IN TO WHETHER AN INDIVIDUAL MAY 
BE A CHILD PREDATOR. 

ON THE SECOND PANEL, WE WILL SWITCH FOCUS A BIT AND HEAR 
FROM THE LEADING U.S. DOMAIN NAME REGISTRY COMPANY, CALLED, 
“GO DADDY” AND FROM A WEB HOSTING COMPANY, BLUE GRAVITY 
COMMUNICATIONS, ABOUT THE STEPS THEY CAN TAKE TO REMOVE 
CONTENT INVOLVING THE SEXUAL EXPLOITATION OF CHILDREN OFF 
THEIR NETWORK. AS I UNDERSTAND IT, GO DADDY -IN ADDITION TO 
BEING A DOMAIN REGISTRY COMPANY, ALSO PROVIDES WEB HOSTING 



4 


SERVICES. IT IS IMPERATIVE THAT AT EVERY STEP OF THE PROCESS IN 
SETTING UP WEBSITES— FROM THE DOMAIN NAME REGISTRY TO SIGNING 
UP WITH A WEB HOSTING COMPANY, AND TO FINALLY GETTING 
CONNECTIVITY TO THE SITE WITH AN ISP- WE ENCOURAGE INDUSTRY TO 
BE AS AGGRESSIVE AS POSSIBLE AND TAKE THE APPROPRIATE STEPS TO 
INVESTIGATE AND WEED OUT SITES THAT SEXUALLY EXPLOIT CHILDREN. 
I THANK ALL THE WITNESSES FOR BEING HERE TODAY. 

Mr. Stupak. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to thank our 
first panel of expert witnesses for helping us better understand child 
predators and the threat they pose to our children. Thank you, Mr. 
Eichenwald, for testifying for the committee about your ongoing 
investigation and reporting and good luck in your future endeavors. The 
subcommittee’s investigations and hearings have been comprehensive 
and in depth. Importantly, these hearings have educated the public on 
the dangers of Internet child predators and the hearings have forced 
change in the industry. 

We have heard from Web search engines, Internet service providers, 
telecommunications companies, cable companies, and financial services 
industry. Each segment of the industry has been held to account and 
each industry player has stepped forward at these hearings to say we can 
do better. Today, I look forward to the testimony of GoDaddy and Blue 
Gravity Communications. The Web hosting and domain name 
registration companies can and must do better to protect our children and 
rid their systems of child pornography. Throughout our investigation, I 
have been impressed with the voluntary action that Ernie Allen and the 
Center for Missing and Exploited Children have elicited from large 
Internet companies. 

However, voluntary action by a few of the private sector firms 
involved is insufficient. For example, we heard last week from the 
largest credit card companies and banks that they are making an effort to 
end the use of their products by child pomographers, but we also heard 
that companies like MasterCard work to eliminate child pornography 
from their systems these criminals just move to alternate payment 
methods like e-gold and other unregulated digital currencies. In the 
months ahead, it is critical that this subcommittee continue to hold all 
segments of industry accountable through oversight and through 
legislation. 

This committee needs to look to best practices, not only in the U.S., 
but globally as well and enact the legislation that will root out these child 
predators and block them from harming our children. I was proud to 
offer an amendment to the telecommunications bill that will for the first 
time require Internet service providers to take action to block child 
pornography from their networks. This amendment requires Internet 
service providers to be proactive, not merely reactive. But there is more 
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we can do. We know from previous testimony that fewer than 300 of the 
few thousand Internet service providers are registered with the National 
Center for Missing and Exploited Children. 

Today we will hear from a Web hosting company that periodically 
receives complaints about child pornography on its servers but had never 
implemented any system for searching for the source of that content and 
has only recently begun to report it. While Internet service providers are 
required by law to report child pornography to the National Center for 
Missing and Exploited Children Web hosting companies are not. This is 
yet another hole in the system that must be addressed. 

The committee should build on my amendment to require all Internet 
firms that are search engines, Internet service providers, domain 
registrars, and host websites to actively search for child pornography on 
their system, notify the national committee, and then remove any and all 
content that is identified as child porn from their servers. The United 
Kingdom was able to reduce the identified illegal content hosted on 
British-based servers from 18 percent to 4/10^^ of 1 percent of the 
worldwide total. The United States has over 40 percent of the 
commercial child porn websites on U.S. servers. 

I understand, however, that as we succeed in greatly reducing or 
eliminating the child pornography commercial sites hosted on U.S. 
servers the criminals are moving their operations abroad. Our response 
to child pornography and exploitation on the Internet must be global. 
Again, we can look to the British model. British Telecom has created the 
software to block any UK ISP from connecting with identified child pom 
sites anywhere in the world. Furthermore, British Telecom has made this 
offer available free of charge to any Internet provider. We are told that 
all telecom companies in Britain that connect customers to the Web will 
have the British Telecom software or similar blocking software in place 
by the end of this year. 

Mr. Chairman, we have learned from these hearings the technologies 
and strategies at work to rid the Internet of child pornography and best 
protect our children. We have also learned there are efforts in the U.S. 
have been lacking. It is time to roll up our sleeves, put this committee to 
work. Mr. Chairman, thank you again for holding this hearing. I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. Whitfield. Thank you very much, Mr. Stupak, and at this time 
I recognize the Chairman of the Energy and Commerce Committee, Mr. 
Barton, for his opening statement. 

Chairman Barton. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and Mr. Stupak for 
this continuing series of hearings in child pornography and what normal, 
decent citizens can do about it. Today we are going to hear testimony 
from a distinguished panel of witnesses about the pedophile and child 
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predator community. This topic represents a bit of a shift for the 
subcommittee. We spent months investigating the response by law 
enforcement, educators, prosecutors, Internet service providers, and 
financial institutions to Internet child pornography. This hearing is the 
first time we will focus solely on those individuals who actually seek or 
desire to sexually exploit children. 

The witnesses on this panel are experts in what makes pedophiles or 
child predators tick, why they desire children and what can be done 
about it, if anything. I would like to welcome Drs. Hernandez, Jenkins, 
and Salter to our hearing. I thank them for taking the time to share their 
expertise with the committee. I also want to thank Mr. Kurt Eichenwald 
of the New York Times. It is a bit of a stretch for me to thank anybody 
from the New York Times, but I do want to thank you, sir. This is the 
second time that Mr. Eichenwald has testified before our subcommittee. 
It was his article about Justin Berry published in December of last year 
that brought the issue of Internet child pornography to our attention. Mr. 
Eichenwald has recently published two more articles on the subject. I 
want to comment you, sir, for what you have done to bring this issue to 
light. I look forward to your testimony today. 

Our second panel of witnesses continue our subcommittee’s focus on 
the role of industry in fighting this scourge. We are going to hear from 
two companies that are involved in two key steps in establishing a 
website. One company named GoDaddy.com is the largest domain name 
registration company in the United States. It also hosts or provides Web 
hosting services. The second company. Blue Gravity Communications, 
only provides Web hosting. As I understand it, the first step in setting up 
a website is to register a domain site. The second step is to contract with 
the Web hosting company that would allow the content of the website to 
reside on their servers. 

Typically, Web hosting companies are not able to access or change 
the content that appears on the websites that they host. Obviously, any 
effort to combat the Internet child pornography problem must address the 
role of domain registration and Web hosting because without them many 
child pornography websites would not be available to the child predators 
whose desires are fueled by the images that they see. Ms. Christine 
Jones of GoDaddy.com is the first witness on the second panel. She is 
going to testify about her company’s efforts to investigate and take down 
child pornography websites that have either registered their domain 
names with GoDaddy or are hosted by them. 

I look forward to learning what Ms. Jones believes domain 
registration and Web hosting companies can do to prevent child 
pornography from ever reaching the Internet. I am also interested in 
learning more about the child modeling website phenomenon that 
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GoDaddy is currently witnessing. The fact that GoDaddy has found 
these websites are often linked to child pornography sites. The second 
witness, Mr. Thomas Krwawecz, owns a Web hosting company in New 
Jersey called Blue Gravity Communications. Mr. Krwawecz is here 
under subpoena today because our committee’s investigation revealed 
that his company perhaps unwittingly has hosted so-called child 
modeling websites. 

These websites display pictures of young girls posed in a sexual 
provocative manner and in sexual clothing. I can think of no good 
reason for a young child to be posing this way other than to appeal to the 
sexual interests of child predators and pedophiles. I understand that Mr. 
Krwawecz took these sites down. We would like to thank him for doing 
that upon receiving our subpoena. I look forward to learning more about 
his Web hosting company and how he became involved with these so- 
called child modeling websites. 

Again, I want to thank you, Mr. Whitfield, you, Mr. Stupak, and 
although he is not here, Mr. Dingell, for working together in a bipartisan 
fashion on this hearing. There is nothing more important in our society 
than protecting our children. And I want to commend this subcommittee 
for beginning to fight back and do just that. And with that, Mr. 
Chairman, I yield back. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Joe Barton follows:] 

Prepared Statement of the Hon. Joe Barton, Chairman, Committee on Energy 

AND Commerce 

Thank you. Chairman Whitfield, for convening this hearing. 

Today, we will hear testimony from a distinguished panel of witnesses about the 
pedophile and child predator community. This topic represents a bit of a shift for our 
Subcommittee. While we have spent months investigating the response by law 
enforcement, educators, prosecutors, Internet Service Providers, and financial institutions 
to Internet child pornography, this hearing is the first time we will focus solely on those 
individuals who actually seek or desire to sexually exploit children. The witnesses on 
this panel are experts in what makes pedophiles or child predators tick, why they desire 
children, and what can be done about it, if anything. I welcome Doctors Hernandez, 
Jenkins, and Salter to our hearing, and I thank them for taking the time to share their 
expertise and advice with us. 

I would also like to recognize Mr. Kurt Eichenwald of the The New York Times . 
This is the second time Mr. Eichenwald has testified before this Subcommittee. It was 
Mr. Eichenwald’ s article about Justin Berry published in December of last year that 
brought the issue of Internet child pornography to our attention. Mr. Eichenwald has 
recently published two more articles on the subject. I commend Mr. Eichenwald for all 
he has done to bring this issue to light, and I look forward to his testimony today. 

Our second panel of witnesses continues our Subcommittee’s focus on the role of 
industry in fighting this scourge. We will hear from two companies that are involved in 
two key steps in establishing a website. One company, GoDaddy.com, is the largest 
domain name registration company in the United States, and also provides web hosting 
services. The second company. Blue Gravity Communications, Inc., only provides web 
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hosting. As I understand it, the first step in setting up a website is to register a domain 
name. The seeond step is to eontraet with a web hosting eompany that will allow the 
eontent of the website to reside on their servers. Typieally, web hosting eompanies are 
not able to aeeess or ehange the eontent that appears on the websites they host. 
Obviously, any effort to eombat the Internet ehild pornography problem must address the 
role of domain registration and web hosting, beeause without them, many eommereial 
ehild pornography websites would not be available to the ehild predators whose desires 
are fueled by the images they see. 

Ms. Christine Jones of GoDaddy.eom is the first witness on our seeond panel. Ms. 
Jones will testify about her eompany ’s efforts to investigate and take down ehild 
pornography websites that have either registered their domain names with GoDaddy or 
are hosted by them. I look forward to learning what Ms. Jones believes domain 
registration and web hosting eompanies ean do to prevent ehild pornography from ever 
reaehing the Internet. I am also interested in learning more about the ehild modeling 
website phenomenon GoDaddy is eurrently witnessing, and the faet that GoDaddy has 
found that these websites are often linked to ehild pornography sites. 

The seeond witness, Mr. Thomas Krwaweez, owns a web-hosting eompany in New 
Jersey ealled Blue Gravity Communieations, Ine. Mr. Krwaweez is here under subpoena 
today beeause our Committee’s investigation revealed that his eompany, perhaps 
unwittingly, hosted “ehild modeling” websites. These websites displayed pietures of 
young girls posed in a sexual, provoeative manner and in sexual elothing. There is no 
reason for a ehild to be posed in this way other than to appeal to the sexual interests of 
ehild predators and pedophiles. I understand that Mr. Krwaweez took these sites down 
upon reeeiving our subpoena. I look forward to learning more about his web-hosting 
eompany and how he eame to be involved with these so-ealled “ehild modeling” 
websites. 

Thank you again. Chairman Whitfield, for eonvening this important hearing. I yield 
baek the balanee of my time. 

Mr. Whitfield. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. At this time, I 
recognize the gentleman from New Jersey for his opening statement, Mr. 
Ferguson. 

Mr. Ferguson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you, Mr. 
Stupak, for this continuing series of hearings on this topic which has 
become very important to all of us the more we have learned about it 
over the last several months. I want to thank our witnesses for coming 
before the committee to testify today. I particularly want to thank Kurt 
Eichenwald, who has spent a lot of time bringing this sordid world to 
light. Kurt, thanks for your work on this important topic and again for 
coming to Washington to share your expertise with us. I also thank the 
rest of our witnesses for testifying today as well. 

In the past several months, we have all become uncomfortably 
familiar with the topic at hand and with every hearing we learn a little bit 
more about it. One of the topics of today’s hearing, child modeling 
websites, is one that would not seem to pose a danger to our children 
when in fact young girls are often blatantly marketed in a sexual manner 
on these websites. Child pomographers feel that they can evade law 
enforcement by running websites featuring children with clothing, no 
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matter how little. This should not be the case. I also appreciate our other 
witnesses coming to help us get to the root of who a child predator really 
is. 

As we will hear, the grooming process that people put these young 
children through is absolutely sickening, and some of us have had an 
opportunity to view a video of an interview of someone who is 
incarcerated because of molesting young children and just about the 
process he would go through and how he would learn and choose his 
victims and groom these kids and their families in order to victimize 
them. These people prey on the young and the impressionable. They 
earn their trust, and then they take advantage of their innocence. We will 
hear today that possession of child pornography opens the door to sexual 
offenses against children, and while this his undoubtedly important 
information to know, the question becomes how do we stop it? 

I am glad that this issue has become a priority for Chairman 
Whitfield and for this subcommittee and Mr. Stupak and the other 
members of the subcommittee. It should really become a priority for this 
Congress. It is our job as lawmakers, as educators, but most importantly 
as parents to protect our children at all cost. Again, I want to thank the 
witnesses for coming to the committee this morning, and I look forward 
to hearing from them today, and I yield back. 

Mr. Whitfield. Thank you, Mr. Ferguson. There are no more 
opening statements, so we will go on and begin with the first panel. I am 
going to introduce the first panel again. First of all, we have Mr. Kurt 
Eichenwald with the New York Times. We have Dr. Andres Hernandez 
who is the Director of the Bureau of Prisons’ Sex Offender Treatment 
Program, and then we have Mr. Baxter, John Baxter, who is the Chief 
Psychologist with the Bureau of Prisons. 

It is my understanding. Dr. Baxter, that while you will not be giving 
an opening statement that you may make some comments during the 
question period or if we have questions for you, we can ask you 
questions. In addition, we have Dr. Anna Carol Salter, who is with us by 
video conferencing, who is a psychologist, and does some work with the 
Wisconsin Bureau of Prisons and is an author on this subject. She is 
testifying from Madison, Wisconsin. We appreciate your being with us. 
Dr. Salter. And then we have Dr. Philip Jenkins, who is a Professor in 
History and Religious Studies and does work in this area as well from 
Pennsylvania State University up in University Park, Pennsylvania. So 
we thank both of you for being with us this morning. We look forward 
to your testimony. 

This is an Oversight and Investigations hearing, and it our custom to 
take testimony under oath, and I am assuming that none of you five have 
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any difficulty of testifying under oath, so if you would stand and just 
raise your right hand, I would like to swear you in at this time. 

[Witnesses sworn] 

Mr. Whitfield. Thank you. All of you are under oath now. And, 
Mr. Eichenwald, we will begin with you so you are recognized for 5 
minutes for your opening statement. 

TESTIMONY OF KURT EICHENWALD, REPORTER, THE 
NEW YORK TIMES COMPANY; DR. ANDRES 
HERNANDEZ, DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF PRISONS’ SEX 
OFFENDER TREATMENT PROGRAM, FEDERAL BUREAU 
OF PRISONS, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE; DR. ANNA 
CAROL SALTER, PSYCHOLOGIST; AND DR. PHILIP 
JENKINS, PROFESSOR, HISTORY AND RELIGIOUS 
STUDIES, PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY 

Mr. Eichenwald. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Ranking Member 
Stupak, other members of the committee. I apologize if my voice is a 
little raspy this morning. My name is Kurt Eichenwald, and I am a 
senior writer with the New York Times. This marks the second time I 
have been subpoenaed to testify before this subcommittee about my 
reporting on the dangers to children from adult predators online. As 
someone who has emerged as an unlikely chronicler of this threat, I 
recognize that my testimony can assist you in your search for legislative 
solutions. But, as in my April testimony, I would caution that, while I 
am able to inform you of the published findings of my investigations, I 
do not believe it is my place, nor do I believe I am qualified, to offer 
policy prescriptions. 

My reporting on Internet predators began in June 2005, with my 
discovery of Justin Berry, the young man who testified before the 
subcommittee in April about his experience of being lured into webcam 
child pornography at the age of 13. At the time of that hearing, I was in 
the first days of a new investigative effort observing online conversations 
among pedophiles, beginning with those conducted on communication 
sites first identified to me by Justin. In the months that followed, I 
discovered an array of places on the Internet where pedophiles gathered 
to swap stories, experiences, and tips. These conversations seemed to 
reflect a belief among pedophiles either that no one outside their 
community was watching or that nobody could locate them. Many 
readily admitted committing crimes or contemplating them. 

I remained immersed in these conversations for 4 months. At no 
time did I participate to insure that my presence did not affect the 
direction of the discussions. Throughout this period of reporting, I 
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observed hundreds of conversations, ultimately recording the pedophiles’ 
world and beliefs through their own words. This investigation resulted in 
a two-part series last month on the front page of the Times. I have 
submitted those articles to the committee as an exhibit. What I 
discovered was terrible. The online conversation sites, even those 
ostensibly set up to provide support to adults wrestling with their sexual 
attraction to children, proved to be a means for pedophiles to gain 
knowledge and assistance in making contact with minors in the real 
world. But they also were part of an infrastructure established by 
pedophiles to rationalize and often celebrate their feelings and beliefs. 

From the conversations, I learned of Internet radio stations and 
downloadable pod casts put together by pedophiles for other adults 
attracted to children, online jewelry stores that sold pendants identifying 
the wearer to those in the know as a pedophile, as well as an active social 
movement that purports to be pushing for the rights of children to engage 
in sexual contact with adults. The rationalizations for molesting children 
are repeated in these discussions, endlessly, to the point that participants 
exhibit almost a delusional view of the world. They state repeatedly that 
sexual contact between adults and children is not only harmless, but 
beneficial, so long as it does not involve forcible rape. I have witnessed 
conversations where pedophiles justify the molestation of autistic 
children under the age of 10, family members, and even of infants. 

Adults who attempt to protect children from molestation by 
pedophiles are deemed child haters. Meanwhile, parents and other adults 
in children’s lives are dismissed as impediments to the minors’ 
happiness. Many times conversation participants discuss their own past 
crimes involving children and their resulting imprisonment. Speaking of 
their sentences as reflecting nothing more than the heavy hand of an 
authoritarian society. In one instance, when a pedophile voiced regret 
for molesting a child, he was assailed as a traitor to the cause who had 
been brainwashed by society. 

Observing these conversations provided many disturbing moments. 
Pedophiles would come online every day with stories of the children they 
had just seen. Many of them were teachers and school administrators, 
describing children under their control. Others were pediatricians, 
talking about the delight they experienced during their latest physical 
exam of a child. There were even fathers who discussed their own 
children in sexual terms, including one who graphically described 
watching his two young sons as they changed in a locker room. To help 
the committee better understand these types of comments, I have 
attached one recent posting by a man who describes himself as a newly- 
trained kindergarten teacher, who discusses his desires to engage in sex 
with the little girls in his care. It is my hope that by making this posting 
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public someone may recognize the events described in detail by this 
individual, and stop him before it is too late. 

The innocent acts of childhood were often interpreted by the 
pedophiles as sexual come-ons by pre-pubescent children. A second 
grader holding his crotch at school did not need to go to the bathroom, 
one of the pedophiles wrote, he was instead signaling his eagerness to 
engage in sex. Pedophiles were convinced that children who sat with 
their legs apart were purposely trying to tempt them. And one man 
described in detail watching a girl on a playground whom he was 
convinced was trying to lure him into sex. The reason? When she did 
cartwheels in her skirt, he could see her panties. 

The pedophiles also celebrated something called model sites, which I 
learned were the explosive trend last year in child pornography. By 
clicking on one of the many Web addresses posted in a discussion where 
no illegal sites were supposed to be linked, I ultimately found myself 
confronted by a page of images of pre-pubsecent little girls wearing 
virtually nothing, posed in seductive ways to meet the requests of 
pedophile subscribers. Given the nature of that site, as the law dictates, I 
immediately reported what I found to the authorities. That site which 
boldly, and I believe falsely, proclaimed itself legal was run by a 
company called Playtoy Enterprises. Playtoy attracted 6,000 members in 
6 months, all of whom paid $30 a month processed by credit card 
companies and online payment systems. 

Since publication of my articles, I have heard that Playtoy closed, but 
I discovered hundreds of such sites advertised on marketing portals for 
pedophiles. I am sure that many of them are still around photographing 
little girls every week and posting their images for the entertainment of 
pedophiles. Issues related to child pornography were frequent topics of 
conversation, including repeated advice from pedophiles about how to 
trade images without attracting the attention of law enforcement. I have 
submitted a posting from a pedophile providing details of how savvy 
porn traders use technology to avoid detection. This person is so certain 
he will not be caught that he even posted his entire hard drive directory 
of child pom videos, more than 100 gigabytes worth. Included in those, 
based on the description, were videos of a child porn victim who has 
already testified before this committee. 

This posting makes clear that pedophiles understand how law 
enforcement is restricted in its investigative tactics and have used that 
knowledge to their advantage. My 4 months of observing the pedophile 
conversations were nothing short of horrific, but they served to prove to 
me the importance, not only of this kind of reporting, but also of this 
committee’s work to help insure the safety of our children. Thank you. 

[The prepared statement of Kurt Eichenwald follows:] 
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Company 

BEFORE THE OVERSIGHT AND INVESTIGATI ONS SUBCOMMITTEE 
OF THE HOUSE ENERGY AND COMMERCE COMMITTEE 

My name is Kurt Eichenwald and I am a senior writer with the New York Times. 
This marks the second time I have been subpoenaed to testify before this subcommittee 
about my reporting on the dangers to children from adult predators online. As someone 
who has emerged as an unlikely chronicler of this threat, I recognize that my testimony 
can assist in your search for legislative solutions. But, as in my April testimony, I would 
caution that, while I am able to inform you of the published findings of my 
investigations, I do not believe it is my place - nor do I believe I am qualified - to offer 
policy prescriptions. 

My reporting on Internet predators began in June 2005, with my discovery of 
Justin Berry, the young man who testified before the subcommittee in April about his 
experience of being lured into webcam child pornography at the age of 13. At the time of 
that hearing, I was in the first days of a new investigative effort observing online 
conversations among pedophiles, beginning with those conducted on communication 
sites first identified to me by Justin. In the months that followed, I discovered an array of 
places on the Internet where pedophiles gathered to swap stories, experiences and tips. 
These conversations seemed to reflect a belief among pedophiles either that no one 
outside their community was watching or that no one could locate them; many readily 
admitted committing crimes or contemplating them. 

I remained immersed in these conversations for four months. At no time did I 
participate, to insure that my presence did not affect the direction of the discussions. 
Throughout this period of reporting, I observed hundreds of conversations, ultimately 
recording the pedophiles’ world and beliefs, told through their own words. This 
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investigation resulted in a two-part series published last month on the front-page of the 
Times. I have submitted those articles to the committee as an exhibit. 

What I discovered was terrible. The online conversation sites - even those 
ostensibly set up to provide support to adults wrestling with their sexual attraction to 
children - proved to be a means for pedophiles to gain knowledge and assistance in 
making contact with minors in the real world. But they also were part of an infrastructure 
established by pedophiles to rationalize and, often, celebrate their feelings and beliefs. 

From the conversations, I learned of Internet radio stations and downloadable pod 
casts put together by pedophiles for other adults attracted to children; online jewelry 
stores that sold pendants identifying the wearer to those in the know as a pedophile; as 
well as an active social movement that purports to be pushing for the “rights” of children 
to engage in sexual contact with adults. 

The rationalizations for molesting children are repeated in these discussions, 
endlessly, to the point that participants exhibit almost a delusional view of the world. 
They state repeatedly that sexual contact between adults and children is not only 
harmless, but beneficial, so long as it does not involve forcible rape. I have witnessed 
conversations where pedophiles justify the molestation of autistic children under the age 
of 10, of family members, and even of infants. 

Adults who attempt to protect children from molestation by pedophiles are 
deemed “child haters.” Meanwhile parents and other adults in children’s lives are 
dismissed as impediments to the minors’ happiness. Many times, conversation 
participants discuss their own past crimes involving children and their resulting 
imprisonment, speaking of their sentences as reflecting nothing more than the heavy-hand 
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of an authoritarian society. In one instance, when a pedophile voiced regret for molesting 
a child, he was assailed as a traitor to the cause who had been brainwashed by society. 

Observing these conversations provided many disturbing moments. Pedophiles 
would come online every day with stories of the children they had just seen. Many of 
them were teachers and school administrators, describing children under their control. 
Others were pediatricians, talking about the delight they experienced during their latest 
physical exam of a child. There were even fathers who discussed their own children in 
sexual terms, including one who graphically described watching his two young sons as 
they changed in a locker room. To help the committee better understand these types of 
comments, I have attached one recent posting by a man who describes himself as a 
newly-trained kindergarten teacher, who discusses his desires to engage in sex with the 
little girls in his care. It is my hope that, by making this posting public, someone may 
recognize the events described by this individual, and stop him before it is too late. 

The innocent acts of childhood were often interpreted by the pedophiles as sexual 
come-ons by pre-pubescent children. A second grader holding his crotch at school did not 
need to go to the bathroom, one of the pedophiles wrote; he was instead signaling his 
eagerness to engage in sex. Pedophiles were convinced that children who sat with their 
legs apart were purposely trying to tempt them. And one man described in detail 
watching a girl on a playground whom he was convinced was trying to lure him into sex. 
The reason? When she did cartwheels in her skirt, he could see her panties. 

What amazed me about these discussions was the sense among the participants 
that they were fighting a battle for their beliefs that they fully anticipated would extend 
for years - perhaps decades - into the future. As such, they did not expect to reach the 
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world they seek - where child pornography was lawful and age of consent laws were a 
thing of the past - anytime soon. Instead, they knew they had to move gradually, seeking 
small victories - some of which came to pass. 

For example, I saw pedophiles online argue that they should support exemptions 
to the child pornography laws for researchers and journalists as a first step toward 
legalization. That, of course, could not be argued publicly - instead, they urged that this 
effort should be draped in the cloth of independent skepticism, by arguing that reporters 
and academics should be allowed to challenge government interpretations of what kinds 
of images merit prosecution. The irrationality of the argument is obvious - no one needs 
to surf the Internet seeking child pornography to challenge whether a particular individual 
should be charged for possessing a particular image. All such a proposal would do is 
open up the floodgates to the lawful trafficking in illicit images among self-proclaimed 
journalists and researchers. And yet, in recent weeks, I have seen reputable publications 
hold up this argument as worthy of consideration. Let me assure you; no one in my 
profession needs the laws changed to do their jobs. I have accomplished my work over 
the past year while steadfastly following the rules. Also, from my experience, more than 
enough information emerges from criminal trials to allow anyone to challenge the 
standards used by the government in deeming a particular image as child pornography. 

The pedophiles also celebrated something called model sites, which I learned 
were the explosive trend last year in child pornography. By clicking on one of the many 
web addresses posted in a discussion where no illegal sites were supposed to be linked, I 
ultimately found myself confronted by a page of images of pre-pubescent little girls 
wearing virtually nothing, posed in seductive ways to meet the requests of pedophile 
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subscribers. Given the nature of that site, as the law dictates, I immediately reported what 
I found to the authorities. That site - which boldly and, I believe, falsely, proclaimed 
itself legal - was run by a company called Playtoy Enterprises. Playtoy attracted 6,000 
members in six months, all of whom paid $30 a month processed by credit card 
companies and online payment systems. Since publication of my articles, I have heard 
that Playtoy closed. But I discovered hundreds of such sites advertised on marketing 
portals for pedophiles; I am sure that many of them are still around, photographing little 
girls every week and posting their images for the entertainment of pedophiles. 

Issues related to child pornography were frequent topics of conversation, 
including repeated advice from pedophiles about how to trade images without attracting 
the attention of law enforcement. I have attached a posting from a pedophile providing 
details of how savvy pom traders use technology to evade detection. This person is so 
certain he can’t be caught that he even posted his entire hard-drive directory of child pom 
videos - more than 1 00 gigabytes worth. Included in those, based on the description, 
were videos of a child pom victim who already testified before this subcommittee. This 
posting makes clear that the pedophiles imderstand how law enforcement is restricted in 
its investigative tactics, and have used that knowledge to their advantage. 

My four months of observing the pedophile conversations were nothing short of 
horrific. But they served to prove to me the importance, not only of this kind of reporting, 
but also of this committee’s work to help insure the safety of our children. 


Thank you. 
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From Their Own Online World, Pedophiles Extend Their 
Reach 

By KURT EICHENWALD 

At first blush, the two conversations — taking place almost simultaneously in different corners of 
the Internet — might have seemed unremarkable, even humdrum. 

In April, with summer fast approaching, both groups of online friends chatted about jobs at 
children’s camps. Did anyone, one man asked, know of girls’ camps willing to hire adult males as 
counselors? Meanwhile, elsewhere in cyberspace, the second group celebrated the news that one of 
their own had been offered a job leading a boys’ cabin at a sleep-away camp. 

But participants in the conversation did not focus on the work. “Hope you see some naked boys in 
your cabin,” a man calling himself PPC responded. “And good luck while restraining yourself from 
doing anything.” 

The two groups were made up of self-proclaimed pedophiles — one attracted to under-age girls, the 
other to boys. Their dialogue runs at all hours in an array of chat rooms, bulletin boards and Web 
sites set up for adults attracted to children. 

But it is no longer just chatter in the ether. What started online almost two decades ago as a means 
of swapping child pornography has transformed in recent years into a more complex and diversified 
community that uses the virtual world to advance its interests in the real one. 

Today, pedophiles go online to seek tips for getting near children — at camps, through foster care, at 
community gatherings and at eountless other events. They swap stories about day-to-day 
encounters with minors. And they make use of technology to help take their arguments to others, 
like sharing online a printable booklet to be distributed to children that extols the benefits of sex 
with adults. 

The community’s online infrastructure is surprisingly elaborate. There are Internet radio stations 
run by and for pedophiles; a putative charity that raised money to send Eastern European children 
to a camp where they were apparently visited by pedophiles; and an online jewelry company that 
markets pendants proclaiming the wearer as being sexually attracted to children, allowing anyone 
in the know to recognize them. 

These were the findings of a four-month effort by The New York Times to learn about the 
pedophiles’ online world by delving into their Internet communications. In recent months, new 
concerns have emerged about whether the ubiquitous nature of broadband technology, instant 
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message communications and digital imagery is presenting new and poorly understood risks to 
children. Already, there have been many Congressional hearings on the topic, as well as efforts to 
write comprehensive legislation to address the issue. 

But most of those efforts have focused on examining particular instances of harm to children. There 
have been few, if any, recent attempts to examine the pedophiles themselves, based on their own 
words to one another, to gain a better recognition of the nature of potential problems. 

Last week, that world attracted new attention after reports that John M. Karr, who was arrested last 
Wednesday as a suspect in the 1996 murder of JonBenet Ramsey, apparently used Internet 
discussion sites intensively in efforts to communicate with children, sometimes about sex. In e-mail 
messages to a journalism professor that investigators believe were written by Mr. Karr, statements 
about children seemed to echo the online dialogue among pedophiles. 

“Sometimes little girls are closer to me than with their parents or any other person in their lives,” 
the e-mail messages say. “I can only say that I can relate very well to children and the way they 
think and feel.” 

The recent conversations among pedophiles that were examined by The Times took place in virtual 
rooms in Internet Relay Chat, a text-based system allowing for real-time communications; on 
message boards on Usenet, which has postings by topic; and on Web sites catering to pedophiles. 

In this online community, pedophiles view themselves as the vanguard of a nascent movement 
seeking legalization of child pornography and the loosening of age-of-consent laws. They portray 
themselves as battling for children’s rights to engage in sex with adults, a fight they liken to the civil 
rights movement. And while their effort has brought little success, they celebrated online in May 
when a small group of men in the Netherlands formed a pedophile political party, and they rejoiced 
again last month when a Dutch court upheld the party’s right to exist. 

The conversations themselves are not illegal. And, given the fantasy world that the Internet can be, 
it is difficult to prove the truth of personal statements, or to demonstrate direct connections 
between online commentary and real-world actions. Nor can the number of participants in these 
conversations, taking place around the Internet, be reliably ascertained. 

But the existence of this community is significant and troubling, experts said, because it reinforces 
beliefs that, when acted upon, are criminal. Repeatedly in these conversations, pedophiles said the 
discussions had helped them accept their attractions and had even allowed them to have sex with a 
child without guilt. 

Indeed, law enforcement officials say that the refrain of justification from online conversations is 
frequently voiced by adults arrested for molestation, raising concern that such conversations may 
lower pedophiles’ willingness to resist their temptation. 

“It is rationalization that allows them to avoid admitting that their desires are harmful and illegal,” 
said Bill Walsh, a former commander of the Crimes Against Children Unit for the Dallas Police 
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Department, who founded the most prominent annual national conference on the issue. “That can 
allow them to take that final step and cross over from fantasy into real-world offenses.” 

Still, in their conversations, some pedophiles often maintain that the discussion sites are little more 
than support groups. They condemn violent child rapists and lament that they are often equated 
with such criminals. Many see themselves as spiritually connected to children and say that sexual 
contact is irrelevant. Yet the pedophiles consistently return to discussions justifying sex with minors 
and child pornography. 

Many of these adults described concepts of children that veered into the fantastical — for example, 
at times depicting themselves as victims of predatory minors. A little girl in a skirt reveals her 
underwear by doing a cartwheel; a boy in a bathing suit sits on a bench with his legs spread apart; a 
child playfully jumps on a man’s back — all of these ordinary events were portrayed as sexual 
come-ons. 

“It really is like going through the rabbit hole, with this entire alternative reality,” said Philip 
Jenkins, a professor of religious studies at Pennsylvania State University who wrote “Beyond 
Tolerance,” a groundbreaking 2001 book about Internet child pornography. 

The conversations also demonstrated technological acumen, with frequent discussions about ways 
to ensure online anonymity and to encrypt images. That underscores a challenge faced by the 
authorities who hope to combat online child exploitation with technology. For example, in June, 

Internet service providers announced plans for an alliance that will use new technologies to locate 
child pornography traders. 

Pedophiles were undaunted. Within hours of the announcement, their discussion rooms were filled 
with advice on how to continue swapping illegal images while avoiding detection — months before 
the new technologies were to be in full operation. 

Portraits of Pedophilia 

In a sense, the creation of the pedophiles’ online community was a ripple effect from the success of 
government efforts to crack down on them. 

Washington’s efforts in the late 1970’s to stamp out child pornography by declaring it illegal were 
enormously effective, closing off traditional outlets for illicit images. 

But the Internet soon presented an alternative. In the early 1980’s, through postings on bulletin 
board systems, pedophiles went online to swap illegal images. From there, they could easily 
converse with others like themselves, and they found theirs to be a community of diverse 
backgrounds. 

In the conversations observed by The Times, the pedophiles often discussed their personal lives. 

Their individual jobs were described as being a disc jockey at parties (“a high concentration of 
gorgeous” children, a man claiming to hold the job said); a pediatric nurse (“lots of looking but no 
touching”); a piano teacher (“I could tell you stories that would make you ...well... I’ll be good”); an 
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employee at a water theme park (“bathing suits upon bathing suits!!!!!”); and a pediatrician 
specializing in gynecology (“No need to add anything more, I feel”). 

The most frequent job mentioned, however, was schoolteacher. A number of self-described teachers 
shared detailed observations about children in their classes, including events they considered 
sexual, like a second-grade boy holding his crotch during class. 

The man relating that stoiy held up that action as an expression of sexuality; he was not dissuaded 
when another participant in the conversation suggested that the boy might have just needed to go to 
the bathroom. 

Some pedophiles revealed that they gained access to children through their own families. Some 
discussed how they married to be close to the children from their wives’ previous marriages. 
Pedophiles who said they were fathers described moments involving their own children, such as a 
man who told of watching his sons change for swimming in a locker room, complete with details 
about the older boy’s genitals and emerging pubic hair. Others insisted they would never feel any 
interest in their own children, but commented on the benefits presented by parenthood. 

“I have a daughter and have never been attracted to her,” a man with the screen name of jonboy 
wrote. But, he added, “I did find her friends very attractive.” 

Pedophiles chafe at suggestions that such comments reflect risks to minors. They point out, 
correctly, that family members and friends — not strangers — are the most frequent perpetrators of 
child sexual abuse. They never note, however, that the minors mentioned in their online discussions 
are most frequently those they know well, like relatives and children of friends. 

Justifications Online 

In the pedophiles’ world view, not all sexual abuse is abuse. There is widespread condemnation and 
hatred of adults who engage in forcible rape of children. But otherwise, acts of molestation are often 
celebrated as demonstrations of love. 

“My daughter and I have a healthy close relationship,” a person with the screen name Sonali posted. 
“We have been in a ‘consensual sexual relationship’ almost two months now.” 

The daughter, Sonali wrote, is lo. Whatever guilt Sonali felt for the relationship was eased by the 
postings of other pedophiles. “I am so happy to find this site,” Sonali wrote. “I thought having a 
sexual attraction to my daughter was bad. I now do not feel guilty or conflicted.” 

In that, Sonali was demonstrating what experts said is the most dangerous element of the pedophile 
Internet community: its justification of illegal acts. Experts described the pedophiles’ online 
worldview as reflective of “neutralization,” a psychological rationalization used by groups that 
deviate from societal norms. 

In essence, the groups deem potentially injurious acts and beliefs harmless. That is accomplished in 
part by denying that a victim is injured, condemning critics and appealing to higher loyalties - in 
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this case, an ostensible struggle for the sexual freedom of children. 

Pedophiles see themselves as part of a social movement to gain acceptance of their attractions. The 
effort has a number of tenets: that pedophiles are beneficial to minors, that children are 
psychologically capable of consenting and that therapists manipulate the young into believing they 
are harmed by such encounters. 

“Every human being, no matter the age, should be allowed to have consenting mutual sexual 
relations with anyone they wish,” a man calling himself Venn wrote. “All age of consent laws must, 
and forever, be abolished.” 

Those same types of comments online are now turning up in court. For example, a man known by 
the screen name Brother Peteticus is among those who have argued online for legalizing sex with 
children. In real life, he is Phillip J. Distasio of RocIq^ River, Ohio, who was arrested last year on 
charges of raping two autistic boys who were his students. In court this month, Mr. Distasio, 34, 
portrayed himself as following the dictates of his own religion, and made arguments frequently 
expressed by the online community. 

‘TVe been a pedophile for 20 years,” Mr. Distasio said at the pretrial hearing. “The only reason I’m 
charged with rape is that no one believes a child can consent to sex. The role of my ministry is to get 
these cases out of the courtrooms.” 

In the days that followed, some pedophiles supported that position online, agreeing with Mr. 
Distasio that mentally handicapped, prepubescent boys could consent to sex with their teacher. 

That same logic is applied by the pedophiles to child pornography, which many of them said should 
be legalized. “Where is the problem?” from child pornography, a pedophile who used the screen 
name Writer said in an online posting. “Once again, the underlying issue is the repressive belief that 
sex is intrinsically sinful,” 

In making these arguments, pedophiles often demonize parents and other adults as cruel, unloving 
people who exert authoritarian control over children and stand in the way of minors’ sexual 
freedom. “Anti-pedophiles are NOT about protecting children,” a man who called himself 
Christopher wrote. “They are usually the ones who are beating (they call it spanking) or emotionally 
neglecting their children,” 

But their arguments often seem contradictory. While maintaining that they can be trusted with 
children, some pedophiles said they would not allow minors in their lives to be with other adults 
attracted to children. “I guess coming from the inside, I know a bunch of the bad stuff that can 
happen,” one man wrote. 

Many pedophile sites conduct surveys to learn about the attitudes of their contributors. While none 
of these surveys are scientifically valid, they do reflect the thinking of some people who traffic in 
these sites. And not surprisingly, a large number of the surveys are about sex. 

For example, on one site, pedophiles were asked if they would “have full intercourse with a little 
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girl.” Seventy-four members responded. Only 17 replied no. The same number said that they might. 
The largest group — over 54 percent — said that they would. 

Some attached comments to their survey response. One man provided descriptions of the acts he 
would repeatedly perform on an 8-year-old to prepare her. The words — too graphic to be printed 
here — raised no criticism on the site. 

But in other discussions, pedophiles cautioned that some comments were too dangerous. When one 
man described in lurid terms his fantasies about molesting an infant girl, the response was quick. 
“This is best not discussed,” a man calling himself garvy wrote, adding that someday, pedophiles 
would need evidence proving that they cared only about children’s best interests. 

“Such posts,” garvy concluded, “will be very damaging to the Cause.” 

A Web of Deception 

The booklet — recently circulated through a Web site for pedophiles — had been written, it said, “for 
any boy who is old enough to be able to read it.” 

Called “Straight Talk for Boys,” it is an 18-page discussion of sex, particularly between children and 
adults, from the pedophiles’ viewpoint. Such encounters are depicted as harmless, even beneficial. 
The document criticizes parents and therapists. And it encourages boys to wear Speedo bathing 
suits and shower naked in public places. 

But it repeatedly returns to one message: boys should never tell about sex with adults. “Older boys 
and men may be frightened about getting caught having sex play with you, because they can be put 
in jail,” it says. “So you have to think of ways to ‘signal’ your interest in another person without 
openly saying what you want,” adding that “nobody else can know about what you agree to do.” 

The booklet comes with instructions, advising pedophiles on how to distribute it. “The best and 
safest way is to leave quantities of the booklet in places where boys in the 8 to 14 range can find 
them, and where adults will not discover them too quickly,” the instructions read. “Obviously, you 
don’t want to be observed placing the booklets in your chosen locations.” 

The booklet reflects how pedophiles can use the Internet to advance their interests in the real world. 
Like many of those efforts, this one involved deception: the booklet does not reveal, for example, 
that it has been written and distributed by men who are sexually attracted to children, but instead 
portrays itself as objective fact. 

Using deception to gain access to children is a recurring theme. For example, on a site for adults 
attracted to boys, someone calling himself Vespucci asked in June whether a single man could 
become a foster father. The respondents cautioned Vespucci to disguise his pedophilia. 

“You better have a darned good excuse why you never married, such as your fiancee died in a car 
wreck,” replied a man calling himself simply “d.” “I highly recommend you date women for several 
years and keep at least a couple of those relationships going for at least a couple of months. Around 
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the women, make a point of being nice to children.” 

The deception would be worthwhile, d wrote. ‘Tt will help out in the reference-check dept, when you 
apply.” 

Pointers on ways to get close to children were frequent topics. One man posted an Internet “help 
wanted” advertisement from a single mother seeking an overnight baby sitter for her 4-year-old 
daughter; another recommended shopping at weekend estate sales, since plenty of bored minors 
showed up accompanying inattentive parents. 

Some participants in these conversations claimed to have established charitable efforts that put 
them in contact with children. For example, an organization called BL Charity said it was seeking 
money to send Eastern European children to camp. 

The charity’s site, which recently closed, showed scores of images of children at camp and in their 
homes, supposedly taken by the men running the site. The effort was organized by pedophiles; BL is 
the online term for “boy-lover.” It eventually shut down, largely from a lack of money, according to 
a posting from the site’s operators. After the site closed, further details of BL Charity could not be 
learned. Not eveiy organization and effort of the pedophiles is directly tied to tiying to reach 
children. For example, pedophiles have created Internet radio stations for the purpose of providing 
support for one another and encouraging their perceived social movement. 

It is not known how many such stations exist, nor the size of the audience. The most prominent 
station appears to be Sure Quality Radio, which on its home page proclaims, “From all levels of 
society you will find us, not as predators but as human beings, loving and caring for boys or girls or 
both.” The site has a program schedule and an online store selling mainstream music and movies 
featuring children. 

People who work with Sure Quality Radio did not respond to questions e-mailed to them from The 
Times, although one person with the online name of boystory replied by saying he was immediately 
severing all ties with the station. 

There are also online podcasts, recorded talk shows of 60 to 90 minutes featuring discussions 
among pedophiles. The discussions, as described online, deal with topics like “benefits of age 
difference in sexual relationships”; “failure of sex offender registries”; “children’s sexual autonomy, 
practices and consequences” and “the misrepresentation of pedophilia in the news media.” 

With the chat rooms, radio stations and other organizations, pedophiles’ views are continually 
reinforced. But some realize that this online echo chamber can warp reality. For example, a man 
calling himself AtosW reported to fellow pedophiles that he had been chatting on a game site 
frequented by boys. A conversation began about the Dutch pedophile party, AtosW said, and the 
minors reacted with threats of violence. 

AtosW was perplexed. “Why are posters THAT young so angry about it?” he asked. “It is after all 
THEIR rights that they are pushing for.” 
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A man calling himself Ritter responded. “Your post is a typical example of what happens when you 
spend too much time in the online BL community,” he wrote. “Believe it or not, most young children 
are NOT anxious to have sex with adult men.” 
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August 20, 2006 
DARK CORNERS 

With Child Sex Sites on the Run, Nearly Nude Photos Hit the 
Web 

Bv KURT EICHENWALD 

In the photograph, the model is shown rising out of a bubble bath, suds dripping from her body. 

Her tight panties and skimpy top are soaked and revealing. She gazes at the viewer, her face 
showing a wisp of a smile that seems to have been coaxed from off-camera. 

In just over seven months, the model has become an online phenomenon. She has thousands of fans 
from around the world, membership lists show, who pay as much as $30 a month to see images of 
her. According to the posted schedule, new photographs of her — many clearly intended to be 
erotic, all supposedly taken that week — are posted online every Friday for her growing legions of 
admirers. 

The model’s online name is Sparkle. She is — at most — 9 years old. 

Sparkle is one of hundreds of children being photographed by adults, part of what appears to be the 
latest trend in online child exploitation: Web sites for pedophiles offering explicit, sexualized 
images of children who are covered by bits of clothing — all in the questionable hope of allowing 
producers, distributors and customers to avoid child pornography charges. 

In recent months, an array of investigations of the child pornography business — by the Justice 
Department, state and local law enforcement and Congress — have contributed to wholesale 
shutdowns of some of the most sexually explicit Internet sites trafficking in child images. But they 
have been rapidly replaced by a growing number of these so-called model sites, Internet locations 
that offer scores of original photographs of scantily clad under-age children like Sparkle, often 
posed in ways requested by subscribers. 

More than 200 of the sites have been found by The New York Times through online advertising 
aimed at pedophiles, and a vast majority focus mostly on onexhild. Almost all the children appear 
to be between the ages of 2 and 12. 

Based on descriptions in online customer forums and in Web pages showing image samples, the 
children are photographed by people who have frequent access to them. The sites often include 
images of “guests”: children who are described as a friend of the featured child, but who appear for 
only a day. The sites say the children come from different parts of the world, including the United 
States. 

Based on the images and wording from online advertisements, the sites show toddlers wearing tight 
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thongs, and slightly older children posing evocatively while wearing makeup and feather boas. 

There is even a site that offers images of girls and boys who appear to be 5 or 6 years old, wearing 
just diapers. 

In online conversations observed by The Times over four months, pedophiles portrayed model sites 
as the last of a shrinking number of Internet locations for sexual images of minors. 

”1 considered the authors of those sites as leaders of a rebellion movement for child porn,” a man 
calling himself Heartfallen wrote in an online site for pedophiles, discussing the decline in the 
number of sites featuring images of naked minors. “They’ve vanished. There is much less freedom 
on the Internet now. We still have a rebellion made up of nonnude child modeling sites. But are 
they going to suffer the same fate as their predecessors?” 

Insight to the Ramsey Case 

The secretive world of child exploitation is in the spotlight because of an arrest last week in the 1996 
murder of JonBenet Ramsey, a 6-year-old beauty pageant princess. The suspect was a fugitive from 
charges of possessing child pornography and had exhibited a fascination with the sexual abuse of 
children. 

While many of the recently created sites are veering into new territory, the concept of for-pay 
modeling sites using children has been around for years. They first appeared in the late 1990’s, 
when entrepreneurs, and even parents, recognized that there was a lucrative market online for 
images of girls and boys. 

Sites with names like lilamber.com emerged, showing photographs of children, usually modeling in 
clothes or swimsuits. Their existence set off a fury of criticism in Congress about possible child 
exploitation, but proposed legislation about such sites never passed. 

The sites that have emerged in recent months, however, are markedly different. Unlike the original 
sites, the newer ones are explicit in their efforts to market to pedophiles, referring to young children 
with phrases like “hot” and “delicious.” The children involved are far younger, and the images far 
more sexual, emphasizing the minors’ genitals and buttocks. 

Some modeling sites have already attracted the attention of law enforcement. Earlier this year, 
prosecutors obtained a guilty plea on child pornography charges from Sheila L. Sellinger, then of 
Shoals, Ind., who had been selling illegal photographs of her lo-year-old daughter on a modeling 
Web site. Last month, Ms. Sellinger was sentenced to almost 12 years in prison. 

Ms. Sellinger, who earned thousands of dollars a week from the pornographic yet clothed images of 
her daughter, cooperated with law enforcement, leading to the arrest of two men who had been 
assisting her with her site and had been running several more, court records show. 

To attract subscribers, central marketing sites, called portals, list scores of available modeling sites 
that accept money in exchange for access to children’s images. The portals promote the busiest 
sites, ranking them by the number of hits they receive. 
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. Such a marketing approach proved effective for some online child pornography businesses that 
have disappeared over the last year, including those that offered illicit videos of children generated 
by Webcams. 

The Times did not subscribe to any sites, which it first saw referenced in online conversations 
among pedophiles. The Times followed a link posted in those conversations to forum postings and 
images on freely accessible pages of the modeling sites. Because those sites appeared to be illegal, 

The Times was required by law to report what it had found to authorities. Federal law enforcement 
officials were notified in July about the sites.In contrast to their advertising, many of the sites 
portray themselves on their main pages as regular modeling agencies trying to find work for their 
talent. But executives in the legitimate modeling business said that virtually everything about the 
sites runs contrary to industry practice. Most child images for genuine agencies are 
password-protected, the executives said, with access granted to companies and casting agents only 
after a check of their backgrounds. 

These executives said that real modeling agencies would refuse to use the types of sexualized images 
of children sought by pedophiles, not only because they are exploitative and illegal, but also because 
they would be bad business. 

Such images on an agency Web site would drive away many parents who might be seeking 
representation for their child, executives said; indeed, most photographs of child models are 
nothing more than head shots. And the legitimate agents provide the phone numbers, addresses 
and names of their executives so potential clients can contact them; most of the sites aimed at 
pedophiles not only provide little or no means of contact, but even hide the identities of the owners 
behind anonymous site registrations. 

“These are clearly not bona fide companies, and it’s obvious these are just Web sites for people to go 
on and view children in an unhealthy manner,” Bonnie Breen, chief booker for the Bizzykidz 
Agency, a prominent modeling agency for children based in London, said when provided with a 
description of the emerging modeling sites. 

Despite repeated statements on the sites that they are lawful, they may well run afoul of American 
law. While the issues are far from settled — thus leading to the attempts by Congress to clarify the 
law — courts have worked over the last two decades to define standards for what constitutes 
potentially illegal images of children. 

‘Lascivious Exhibition’ Standard 

Under law, for an image that does not involve a child engaged in a sex act, a court must find that it 
entails “lascivious exhibition of the genitals or pubic area” of a minor to determine that it is child 
pornography. As a result, courts have ruled that images of naked children were not automatically 
pornographic, and thus not illegal, while also holding that the mere presence of clothing on a 
photographed child was not, in itself, adequate to declare the image lawful. 

Instead, the courts often apply a six-pronged test, developed in a 1986 case called United States v. 
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. Dost, to determine whether an image meets the “lascivious exhibition” standard. That test — which 
requires a court to examine the child’s pose and attire, the suggestiveness and intent of the image 
and other factors — includes one standard on whether the child is naked. However, no single 
standard under Dost is absolute, and courts must continuously examine potentially illegal images 
while considering each part of the test. 

The leading precedent on child pornography involving clothed minors is a federal case known as 
United States v. Knox, which involved a pedophile who obtained erotic videos of girls. In that 1994 
case, the Federal Court of Appeals upheld the conviction of the pedophile, Stephen Knox, saying 
explicitly that clothing alone did not automatically mean that images of children were legal. 

“The harm Congress attempted to eradicate by enacting the child pornography laws is present when 
a photographer unnaturally focuses on a minor child’s clothed genital area with the obvious intent 
to produce an image sexually arousing to pedophiles,” the court’s ruling says. “The rationale 
underlying the statute’s proscription applies equally to any lascivious exhibition of the genitals or 
pubic area whether these areas are clad or completely exposed.” 

While adult pornography has some First Amendment protections, there are no such protections for 
child pornography. Still, some experts have expressed discomfort, in general, at criminalizing 
clothed pictures of minors. 

“This is a difficult area,” said Michael A. Bamberger, a First Amendment specialist at Sonnenschein 
Nath & Rosenthal, based in New York, who filed a brief on behalf of a booksellers’ group in the Knox 
case. “The whole history of the exception from First Amendment protections for child pornography 
is based on the harm to the child. But there is in my view a free speech issue with respect to 
designating photographs of persons under the age of 18 who are clothed as child pornography.” 

But Mr. Bamberger expressed uncertainty about whether his concerns applied when told details of 
the model sites found by The Times. “To me, it sounds as if you are really talking about nude 
equivalents, almost like cellophane clothing, and that’s not clothing at all.”To distinguish between 
illegal images and, say, photographs of children posing in underwear for a store catalog, the court 
said it had to apply the Dost standards and review a range of facts, like the nature of the images and 
whether the marketing was intended to appeal to pedophiles. 

For example, the court noted, a potential customer could know the images of minors were illegal if 
they were marketed with statements proclaiming that they would “blow your mind so completely 
you’ll be begging for mercy.” Explicit listing of the children’s ages, along with sexually loaded terms 
like “hot,” could also be used as evidence of illegality, the court said. 

The modeling sites reviewed by The Times incorporated many such references to encourage viewers 
to subscribe. 

That is true for one of the most successful collections of sites, according to some portal rankings, 
run by an entity called PlayToy Entertainment. On its central site, PlayToy holds itself out as a 
company that helps children start modeling careers. There is, however, no phone number, address 
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, or prominent e-mail address available for companies that might seek to hire the girls or for parents 
who might want their children to be models. 

The central PlayToy site originally located by The Times contained links to as many as six sites 
featuring little girls. In recent days, the central site has been redesigned, removing the links to the 
girls’ individual sites. 

Those sites still exist, however, including the one for the girl called Sparkle. Another site features a 
prepubescent girl named Lolly — a widely used online code word for pornographic images of girls. 

There are even sexualized images of a girl called Baby, who appears younger than 5 and whose 
photographs seem to go back as far as her second birthday or earlier, when she was still in diapers. 

The marketing makes clear that this is no typical modeling company. 

“Call 911 before viewing!!!” proclaims the site for Sparkle, which shows her in a thong so revealing 
that she appears to be naked below the waist. The ad for the site uses words that echo those cited in 
the Knox decision, reading, “Only 9 years old! Hot!” 

Other PlayToy sites are more explicit. “Feel her breathe on your face, take a gentle touch from your 
screen, open your mind and push the limits,” reads the site for the girl called Lolly. “If you are ready 
to handle this trip, PlayToy Lolly is calling.” 

An advertisement for another PlayToy site, featuring a girl called Peach, declares, “A peach has 
never looked so delicious.**8 years old**.” 

The site includes a picture of the young girl wearing a tank top pulled off one shoulder. Directly 
below that is a purple emblem with the company name and the words, “Nonnude website; 100% 
legal.” 

But experts said that assurance was almost certainly not true. Based on the ages of the children, the 
marketing words and customer comments on the PlayToy sites described to him by The Times, a 
lead lawyer in the Knox case said that the subscribers had plenty of reason to worry. 

“They shouldn’t have any comfort that they are not breaking the law,” said Edward W. Warren, a 
partner from the Washington office of Kirkland & Ellis who helped to argue Knox as a 
representative of 234 members of Congress who joined the case. “This sounds worse and more 
graphic and more grotesque than what we were dealing with, particularly given how young the 
children are.” 

The assurance by the company that the sites are lawful is irrelevant to any potential prosecution, 
experts said. Indeed, in the Knox decision, the court held that defendants could be found guilty if 
they were aware of the “general nature and character” of images that they bought involving clothed 
children in sexual poses. 

“The child pornography laws would be eviscerated if a pedophile’s personal opinion about the 
legality of sexually explicit videos was transformed into the applicable law,” the court held. 
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, In their comments on PlayToy’s site, which can be viewed without registering with the company, the 
subscribers make clear that they are aware these are sites for pedophiles, not legitimate modeling 
clients. 

“I think it would be awesome to have the models start off fetchingly clothed, and then strip down to 
tops or panties (or thongs!!),” a customer calling himself head2fat wrote on the forum. 

Another client, calling himself ludwig66, instead requested that the girls appear in stockings, 

“ending up removing them to reveal bare feet and legs.” And still another customer, calling himself 
littlefeet, asked the site owners to pose the girl known as Baby in bare feet with her toes pointed, “so 
all of those beautiful wrinkles show! ! !” 

While PlayToy’s management and its members repeatedly assure themselves online about the 
legality of their images, they did not hesitate to post images from known child pornography sites. 

For example, when Ms. Sellinger was arrested this year for selling photos of her daughter, PlayToy 
members — and even the site operator — posted messages of dismay, referring to both mother and 
daughter by name. They also composed a photographic homage to the girl in the forum discussion, 
using images from the site that had been deemed illegal. 

PlayToy’s sites have been online since October, company records show. But in that short time, the 
records show, 6,000 people have subscribed to view the images of the girls. Each subscriber is 
paying $30 a month for each site; that means the operators have collected a minimum of $180,000 
in that short time, assuming every subscriber bought only one site for one month. 

The cash has been collected either by credit card — processed through a company called Advanced 
Internet Billing Services, or through Western Union payments — as well as through an online 
money system called e-gold. A Tortuous Digital Trail 

Attempts to learn the identities of the people behind PlayToy suggested many possible locations. 

Payments through Western Union were processed through Ukraine. An administrative e-mail 
address suggested the company was based in Russia. Using a commercial software program. The 
Times traced messages sent by the PlayToy sites back to servers in Germany and obtained what is 
known as the Internet protocol address of that online host. 

An examination of the registration documents for the sites’ names led to a company that is 
essentially a front, permitting its name to be used as the registrant by people who wish to remain 
anonymous. 

The Times then obtained business records about the site prepared by someone involved in its 
operation. 

If true, the records show the name, address, telephone number and other personal information of a 
man in Florida who is involved in running the site. An e-mail address listed in the records was 
traced to postings that appeared in pedophile conversation sites, including comments praising child 
pornography and images of young girls in thongs. Because of the possibility of identity theft. The 
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Times has elected not to publish the name of that man or of associates who also appear to be 
involved in the business. 

The Florida man did not return a voice mail message left on his cellphone or respond to an e-mail 
message. 

Still, even if the operators of PlayToy are positively identified and compelled to shut their sites, the 
growing business of model sites would probably continue to thrive. PlayToy’s many subscribers, a 
large number of whom identify themselves on the site as living in America, could simply drift over 
to other model sites, all offering similar fare. 

There, on each of those hundreds of competing sites, the subscribers will find at least one other 
little girl who, every few days or so, is dressed in panties or thongs, placed in a bathtub or posed on 
a bed, while a nearby adult snaps pictures for the delight of a paying audience of thousands. 
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lt.oyp.sworp > What.Bob and Caro.le Donit Know 


From: Romeo - view profile Not yet rated 

Date: Mon. Jul 31 2006 2:14 pm show options 

Anyone else thinks these posts smell badly?(well, I don't, i had a 
shower 1 hour ago) 

danchez wrote in nevy si7cmrc2 1 u9b58 c0i 1 7 chfSrcoca 5v3eah4.q@4ax.c.orn.: 

> ok, fairly new to'the newsgroups, have loved everything i have found 

> so far, well except for B&C. Thanks for the idea about Winmx Idea, I 

> will check it out. 

> On 3t Jul 2006 02:45:40 GMT, "Tanx!" <Tanx@Tanx.tx> wrote: 

»They don't know that everyone that still hangs on in these newsgroups 
»has moved to other groups. 

»They also don't know that finding and collecting KP in the newsgroups 
»has become largely passe. I check in here occasionally but for the 
»most part I collect from peer-to-peer. In the last year and a half, I 
»have collected several gigabytes of files, most of which have never 
»been seen here and likely will never be. 

»They also don't realize (evidently) that, for every hapless Idiot that 
»gets caught with KP because they were too stupid to encrypt, there are 
»likely hundreds still living their KP lives that will never be caught. 

»Funny thing starts to happen after a while. The very fact that B&C 
»are doing what they do makes It harder and harder for the cops to 
»catch people. 

»| say . . . more power to you B & C. I hope you manage to run everyone 
»out gf these groups. Then they'll enter the world of peer-to-peer and 
»there will be even more KP than ever for us to collect. 

»People that collect or produce KP have been around since before there 
»was a way to produce it, I have seen antique (1930's) KP. Likely, they 
»will be around long after B & C are dead too. For ail of their effort, 

»B & C are but a minor annoyance. 

»So ... you GO B & C! 

»RWAHAHAHHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAHAIIIII 
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»For those of you that think peer-to-peer Is not safe, realize this: 

»1 . News server operators keep logs, if they don’t, a court order fixes 
»that. Peer-to-peer is almost impossible to trace. There are no logs. 

»lt is true that your ISP may keep some togs and could actually log 
»every connection you make. But It makes no difference. They can't 
»prove that you have received a file even if they are tapped in right 
»at the other side of the wall. They MUST FIND IT IN YOUR POSSESSION 
o 

»prove you receh/ed It, PERIOD. (In the US of course. Other countries 
»may have other rules.) 

»2. If you trade only KP and no other files (like software and music), 

>>>then the possibility that you will be found out is highly unlikely. I 
*>have been trading on peer-to-peer (WinMx) for a couple of years now 
»and I have yet to hear of anyone being busted as a result of being 
^tracked down through their connection, if you trade KP and soflware 
»and/or music, then you have shit for brains! For those of you that 
»might as how it is the RiAA/MPAA is able to track down P2P traders . . 

»■>. 

*>a- they only bother with the most prolific ones 
*>b. the MPAA/RIAA can connect and collect (or distribute) the copyright 
>->material legally because the material is not illegal (music and 
»>commercfal movies) so it isn't patently illegal to send it over the 
»>wlre or possess it. 

»(NOTE: That Isn't true about KP. NO ONE can LEGALLY transmit KP. 
»Courts and law enforcement can move it around in the form it was 
»collected (e.g. printed or electronic files) for evidence, but they 
»cannoi[ transmit it (on P2P or any other transmission over the Wire) 

»for any reason. Funny how that works. They can recieve it though, to 
»collect evidence, as long as you offer it. They just can't solicit it 
»in trade which is the only way a collector can connect to me.) 

»And for that very reason, that the MPAA/RIAA can actually offer 
»copyrlght materially legally to catch people. If you trade KP P2P and 
»you are a trader (at any level) of copyright work (movies, software, 

»muslc and scanned or electronic print Items) then you are letting 
»yourself In for a search warrant for those files. The warrant will 
»read "for any files in the posession of the users that he Illegally 
»distributes or are otherwise Illegal to possess." Get the picture? 

»3. Because of the highly selective nature of peer-to-peer, It is easy 
»to contact KP traders and even easier to keep non-kp traders out. I 
»have my system set up to automatically trade files. If you don't trade 
»KP, you'll never be able to connect to me. That is because you must 
»have a file I want before a trade is established. Since the cops cant 
»use real KP to try and entice traders, they can't connect to me. Funny 
»thing about the law . . . it doesn't allow the cops to break the law 
»to enforce ft. They cannot set up a server with real KP files and 
»transmif them in order to nafnh the treders Thev would he defacto 
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»breaking the laws they are trying to enforce. It is also almost 
»impossible to set up a fake share because of the way the software 
»works. 

»4. If you keep your local hard drive totally encrypted, there is no 
»way for the cops to prosecute you. They have to FIND IT IN YOUR 
»POSSESSION to make a case. Encryption eliminates all hope of them 
»fjnding it. Just make sure that you are using a good user ID an 
»password on your operating system. As soon as I hit 'CTRL-ALT-DEL', my 
»files can never be read. A reboot or power-off means the encrypted 
»hard drive must be unlocked for the system to start. Good luck! If you 
»collect KP and you don't use hard encryption, I suggest that you get 
»yourself a 10" dlido and start raping your ass with it now. That way, 

»you’ll have an easier time when you "go in." 

»Persons in possession of KP that are caught with it, are caught 
»co-incidentai to another event. Like the buffoon that took his KP 
»laden computer to the shop for repair . . . fuggin' DUH! Or the guy 
»1hat left the unencrypted CDROM's in his car when he took it for 
»service. Nosy service guy checked them out and . . . WHAM!!!! CRASHI 
»BANG1 SMASHIII! Life over , . . 

»5. There are some traders that share 5000+ KP files at a time. There 
»are thousands of files out there and new ones appear almost daily, if 
»->you really want variety, peer-to-peer is the way to get it. I am 
>->amazed that the majority of the fries traded in the news groups are 
»the same ones I first collected as long as 6 or 7 years ago. 

»6. There are no crusaders on peer-to-peer. Because of the discreet way 
>>that.it works, they have no way to interfere. 

»ln closing, look at my file list. Look at the dates and the total 

*>files and the size of the archive. Realize too, this is only part of 

»what I have. Some of the names don't make sense because the characters 

>>in the names are not engllsh. There is a huge amount from asian 

»countries.- These are only the boy KP files because that is what I 

»collect. There are others sharing thousands of girl KP files. 

»AND.NO ... I WILL NOT POST OR TRADE THEM BY OTHER MEANS, 

»PERIOD! 

»SO DONT BOTHER ASKINGIlll 

» Volume in drive K Is NewNTFSVOL 
» Volume Serial Number Is 64F8-22A8 

»> Directory of K:\Pomucopla\5hared Complete 

•>07/30/2006 10:39 PM <OIR> 

>>07/30/2006 10:39 PM <DIR> 
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'>03/26/2006 12:50 PM 17,576,982 l!!blakcapture4J.55,avi 
'>03/15/2006 1 0:23 PM 12,609,822 !l!blakcapture5 1 .22,avi 
'>05/31 /20Q6 12:04 AM 185,885,833 !!NEW-Boy1 1y Used&photographed 

'>by 2Men (exciting l).mpg 

'>07/13/2006 03:50 AM 63,188,163 !New - Cambrazil004 - dois 
'>negros gays 12 e 14 yr e urn man - muito p,ssimo.wmv 
'>07/1 0/2006 08:32 AM 81 ,863,933 INew - ks Romy - In my bed.avl 

»1 1/1 7/2003 04:1 1 AM 633,792,469 (1 gen) Angel Friends - Erection 

>>& Intercourse - 15yo & 15yo [Douyama] (633 792 469). mpg 
'>1 1/28/2003 1 0:44 AM 621 ,424,71 0 (Igen) Angel Friends - Poem of 
»Brothets - 1 2yo Maseru & 1 5yo KatsushI (621 424 71 0).mpg 
>>12/28/2004 04:38 AM 320,149,286 (Igen) Cute 1 2yo jerk then tied 

»and fuck,MPG 

»1 1/17/2003 03:32 AM 556,932,452 (Igen) Jer.mpg 
>>12/12/2003 04:22 AM 461 ,404,157 (Igen) Love Techniques - 
»Personal Tutoring 2 [Douyama].mpg 

>>01/12/2005 10:46 AM 871 ,747,588 (Igen) Lovely 10&1 lyo sex with 
»man.mpg 1 1 /30/2003 06:05 PM 574,794,920 (1gen) Ode of Cute 
»Angel Friends [shota wet dreams).mpg 

>>11/23/2003 07:08 AM 141 ,686,632 (Igen) Serious Cute 10yo Rel's 
»Happy Moments.mpg 

>>01/10/2003 02:03 AM 559,561 ,858 (Jap Man & Boy) 9 yo boy 
»eagerly sucks and rims man & 4 Jap boys [50m}.mpg 
»1 1/28/2003 03:19 AM 138,786,766 (JapMan&Teen - Bm20) Man 
»fondles, sucks and fucks [1Sm].mpg 

>>06/05/2006 12:29 PM 439.265.280 (JBL)earlyteen - Boy 13yo with 
»big di^ fucked.mpg 

>>06/03/2006 01 :61 AM 375,982,865 (Jo+man) Boy has sex with man 
»jn van — very good .mpg 

»1 2/1 1/2003 07:17 PM 554,653,696 (JP-boy) (12yo boy sex).mpg 
>>12/11/2003 04:57 AM 516,848,196 (JP-boy) (Seiji, 12yo soccer 
»boy).mpg 12/02/2005 01:23 PM 670,396,367 (little boy)10yo YujI 
»2-mpg 05/30/2006 01 :1 0 PM 173,1 53,722 (iuto) 02.avi 
>>03/26/2006 09:32 AM 68,125,724 (Iuto) 08. mpg 
>>06/11/2006 07:00 PM 14,372,864 (Iuto) anpemo-1 excellent 
»1 994 .wmv 07/05/2006 04:32 AM 35,031,040 (luto) anto-l.wmv 
>>06/05/2006 07:06 AM 66,801 ,664 (luto) anto-1 B_L.mpg 
>>03/14/2006 12:55 PM 23,785,472 (Luto) anto-IC-L.mpg 
>>05/30/2006 12:26 AM 4,739,072 (luto) anto-1 E-L.mpg 

>>03/14/2006 1 1 :56 PM 22,224,092 (luto) asbtol .mpg 
>>06/04/2006 01 :44 PM 21 9,1 42,940 (luto) clto-1 -L.avi 

»07/1 2/2006 1 1 ;1 7 AM 1 6,467,567 (luto) jaco-2.wmv 
»07/1 1/2006 04:25 PM 1 6,523,643 (luto) jaco-3.wmv 
»03/1 5/2006 02:09 AM 40,758,272 (luto) jato-5-L.mpg 
>>07/06/2006 08:54 PM 14,422,016 (luto) luto-4.wmv 
>>06/05/2006 1 1 :42 AM 1 75,670,924 (luto) luto-6.mpg 
>>07/02/2006 10:57 AM 22,747,843 (luto) lutowi-1 .wmv 

>>07/06/2006 03:54 PM 10,906,945 (luto) Lutowr-2.wmv 

>>06/03/2006 05:23 PM 98,074,624 (Luto) micto-1-L.mpg 
>>06/03/2006 04:03 PM 154,260,076 (luto) moja f.mpg 
»03/1 5/2006 04:1 9 PM 51 ,390,61 2 (luto) moja-1 -1 .mpg 
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>06/12/2006 02:25 AM 214,662,380 (luto) wlluto-2-L.avi 

>01/18/2005 10:47 PM 331 ,087,872 (M&b) mesi .MPG 

'>11/28/2002 12:05 PM 122,397,304 (Man&Boy - Bathtime) Hot!!! 

■>Cute 12yo blond boy sucks and gets fucked by cameraman I11m44sl.mpg 
'>1 1/14/2005 07:43 PM 186,879,096 (yamad boy) Grade 7 And 8 Boys 
'>Having Hard Sex.mpg 

'>01/12/2003 04:57 PM 6,746,1 16 {JWftn 

'>“V,l'|J?@^B%oe-“a— <Y‘S?”?j.mpg 

‘>11/29/2006 12:25 AM 861 ,204,680 (/V/*/'') "YZR 
'>CE),t?',Y*V2g’B,aB.F “fi?l.*.t2n,_.T.mpg 

•>03/14/2003 06:35 AM 143,925,824 (/V/tr)?’'N,«— §AV2.0.U/Y/{/ 

'>“,6'E,«,^ear,ll,0,^,^8,6,mpg 

'>1 2/05/2003 07:1 2 PM 540,663,61 3 (JVftD'YtR 
'>2v?t§u,P,R?-,y"“i3'-y.mpg 11/28/2003 03:24 PM 288,191,222 
'>(/V/±/'')?wcC2?,+,^,0,Y,Y,Y,_,y,ft,«?H?x (288,191 .222).mpg 
►>12AJ8/2003 12:42 PM 661,856,256 (/V/4:r“Y2R) ?+/p/ 
*>“.y/A/bCEN,+,+r?l?@?@’tSw?Y7”NCE@,t,0,+, ,Y,Y,Y«,02-?+ 
66l,866,256).mp 

»g 01/03/2005 12:49 AM 808,851 ,932 

>>?- 0?«CEB,YArcadia.mpg 03/21 /2004 11:14 AM 436,637,768 

">{/V/4:/^“y2R) CEt$o/Z/b/N/X.mpg 01/1 2/2003 01 :02 PM 23,988,092 


>>(/V/:tr'a),“?K,A§',1I,6'tSw?Fi%oWg.mpg „„ 

>>11/23/2003 09:01 PM 508,532,064 (YQYC) " 0 ZR?lVsYWYiY< 
»1X?E"??-’’N, lYA?iY<,?'D7i [YvY0Y''].mpg 

>>09/11/2003 10:45 AM 7,680,004 (YQ?C7@Y2Y,?@~a?@-y)?,? 

»Z2''NYJYYV,YNY'^iyiYj?C%B.«ZB,S.mpg 

>>03/22/2004 08:56 AM 5,724,164 (YVY'»'Y''_E_-_N_E-y)sho3_1 

»r5yo.boy's.penis.masturbated].mpg 

>>12/23/2004 03:30 AM 3,1 83,120 (YVY+Y'‘_r%') 

»10y.boy.plays.with.his.penis.&.balls(01m31s).mpg 

>>07/13/2006 06:24 PM 854,859,280 r)(V?0Y*) Chlldren3,mpg 

»1 2/1 0/2003 01 :25 PM 441 .843,528 (YVYCT?^) "eZR 

»?-"NYlY?YjYoYX.mpg 1 2/02/2003 06:1 5 AM 800,807,393 

»(YVY0Y'')13?E-l,l,D.“,8e,>,D,','.®.mpg 06/04/2006 06:13 AM 

>>605,734,332 (YVY0YW02R?z.»,Di«.l?h'§?i,P,S? 

»l,l,„,a,'«,l?%,S,tYAYiY<,?'‘?,“,4:.*'t-EZE?,?j.mpg 01/12/2005 11:05 AM 

» 937,249,841 (YVY0Y'‘)„.,l,n, ?®<3^t-1?@'iZq’+Sw? 

»a,",n,3,o,?,8e,^,c,''WFY%?@??Oa,??l?iYi?[ZE?,(937.249,841).mpg 

>>07/12/2006 02:34 PM 546,971,652 

»(?V? 0 ?'‘?E~a?P 0 ZR),>,",%o, 262D|.mpg 

»01 /04/2003 09:02 AM 9. 1 05,4 1 2 (???)“rV???????(??? 

»&???)???????7??????l?.?7??????????????????7.mpg 

>>01/04/2003 1 2:1 2 AM 330,1 33,496 {???)????? ??????!.mpg 

>>12/30/2002 08:1 3 PM 2,766,852 (???)??(?????)little boy gets 

»jerked off, shoots his load, little scream.mpg 

>>01/07/2003 04:47 PM 191,266,064 (???0?)?????????!?????Jr????? 
»2????????7 1??7???69???? I l.mpg 

>>01/08/2003 04:59 PM 206,294,508 (???Ci??????)7?????7?.mpg 
>>01/06/2003 03:38 PM 470,289,792 (???Ci???5??7?6 Chubby and slim 


»10 yr olds.,mpg 

>>01/05/2003 01:37 PM 188,136,524 (????) 
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>15?????????72?I3??1 5????????? u??.mpg 

>01 /1 9/2005 04: 1 9 AM 232, 1 85,757 00 Preteen boy and man - (with 


>sound).mpg 
>12/21/2004. 12:27 PM 
>12/27/2004 06:33 PM 
>strips.mpg 

>01/26/2005 04:24 AM 
>07/04/2006 08:17 PM 
>06/05/2006 12:51 PM 
>06/05/2006 01:27 PM 
>07/05/2006 11:00 AM 
>11/26/2002 11:31 PM 
>07/07/2006 04:29 AM 
>11/29/2002 07:00 AM 
>12/26/2002 01:25 PM 
>12/02/2002 10:46 PM 
>complete with sound.avi 
>12/26/2004 07:06 PM 


382,108 000-24-15 boy-white tshirt.avi 
8,575,560 000-49-1 2-boj| in black undies 

77,649,924 001 Black boy + man.mpg 
55,308,292 00von56(1 1 1; .mpg 
15,168,244 00von56(1 16; ,mpg 
3,604,592 00von56(jens] .mpg 
314,170,276 050906d.mp| 

243,382 07yB & 10yBH)1-2.mpeg 
1,513,476 lOS.mpg 
60,224,640 10yB & 15yB4'01.mpeg 
38,832,712 lOyo boy ale):,mpg 
94,894,239 1 0yo boy skk ve for dad 


>(FUCKIN HOT english),mpg 


5,029,136 lOyo Danny fucks 12yo Sean 


>12/28/2004 06:54 AM 
>08/21/2006 03:22 AM 
>09/13/2003 03:44 PM 
>01/06/2005 09:03 PM 
>Have pun).mpg 
>01/21/2005 10:23 PM 
>YO Bro.mpg 
>12/04/2005 02:12 PM 
>12/04/2006 05:19 PM 
>12/05/2005 04:40 PM 
>11/29/2002 10:40 AM 
>12/02/2002 01:02 PM 


98,472,532 lOyomexIcan 3oy_assfuck.mpg 
462,446,596 lOyoXlOyo 1 2yoX12yo(Boys).mpg 
17,027,072 lOyr boy wici st 13yr boy.mpg 
91 ,872,067 1 1 yo & 12 y( (2 Spain Boys 

236,437,980 11 YO Big B o Having Sex With 8 


3,850,752 111.avi 

1.759.232 11 3,avl 

1.238.232 115.mpg 
416,001 IlyB & 12yB~b3.mpeg 
655,467 11 yo boy fock^ his lOyo brother 

>doggystyle VERY GOOD.mpg 
>1 1/21/2002 03:42 AM 1 ,21 1 ,708 1 1 YO BOY MkKES 1 3YO BOY 
::UM.MPG 

»1 1/29/2002 03:09 PM 1 1 ,362,304 
>11yo_scott_and_dad__(scott)(1).mpg 03/25/2004 0|I:02 PM 
»51 ,222,805 12 , 15 boy jo .mpg 03/15^006 03:15 P 245,332,834 
»12.mpg 11/30/2005 10:54 PM 7,843,600 122 l>oy6 4,mpg 


>>08/21/2006 12:59 PM 
>>12/04/2005 11:41 PM 
>>03/08/2004 08:33 PM 
>>03/22/2004 09:14 PM 
>>11/27/2002 07:54 AM 
>>05/21/2004 10:21 PM 


17,248,260 125_boy2_pirts1to6.mpg 
7,827,868 128,mpg 
2,207,748 12jckoff.mpg 
658,825 12Y0Boy Cun Shooter.mpeg 
741,076 12yB&M-01.mpeg 
37,688,320 12yo black b 3y sucks & man 
»plays.avi 12/27/2004 12:19 PM 4,734,104 12yi> boy cum standing 
»over 10yo(1).MPG 1 1/16/2005 1 1 :24 AM 97,579,384 12yrbf02.avi 

>>11/16/2005 12:07 AM 11,459,186 13 year old \ ahoo cam with man 
»wild stuff.avi 


>>12/22/2004 05:23 PM 
»allowed to do this.mpg 
>>12/04/2005 06:23 PM 
>>06/04/2006 07:12 AM 


540,694,268 13 year oidd 


sex - are we 


23,322,624 130.avi 
454,997,248 139.mpg 
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2,025,562 13ans.avi 

614,649,264 13yo boy has sex with man ■ 


>>12/21/2004 05:20 PM 
>>05/31/2006 03:02 AM 
»CUMMING! HOTi.mpg 

>>12/25/2004 01 ;40 AM 1 ,686,775 13yo boy vibrates to 

»orgasam.mpg 12/23/2004 05:51 PM 16 202 658 iLn 
»boy.avi 12/21/2004 06:10 PM 173 6^ llvf 
»web cam (short clip).avi ’ ^ 

600,781,304 145.mpg 
5,616,128 148.avi 
32,752,640 149.avi 
616.15ei4yB&M-01.mpeg 

younger buddy 
,41 AM 413,677 14Yr old suckin off a 


I'M 


>>03/14/2006 02:15 PM 
>>12/04/2005 05:55 AM 
>>12/04/2.005 01:16 PM 
>>11/28/2002 01:07 PM 
>>07/09/2006 03:11 PM 
»good.mpg 11/21/2002 01-41 AM 
»pretaen boy (1).mpg 
>>06/04/2006 08:07 AM 
>>07/06/2006 06:02 PM 
>>12/04/2005 07:04 PM 
>>12/04/2005 12:27 PM 
>>12/04/2005 10:21 PM 
>>12/04/2005 06:49 AM 
>>12/04/2005 02:34 PM 
>>12/04/2005 08:21 PM 
>>06/03/2006 07:39 PM 
>>06/11/2006 01:21 AM 
>>12/07/2006 09:27 AM 
>>11/24/2003 10:23 AM 
>>03/26/2004 07:57 AM 


40,763,392 154.avi 
4,069,093 157.mpg 
7,439,458 167.avi 
30,586,896 17.mpg 
24,652,288 170-avi 
5,742,080 173.avi 
2,038,272 174.avi 
15,335,424 176.avi 
158,896,320 189.mpg 
121,876,252 192.mpg 
285,245,444 I95.mpg 
43,070,976 2 13yo on cam cute avi 

»1 1/29/2002 03:19 PM 65 547 52sTnLi-.oA k 
>>man_veiyjood.mpg 11/28/2002 10:05 PM b'oM 504 2 prefeen 

>>11117/2003 01;?6AM 
•>12/06/2005 11:2IaM 

►>1 1 /28/2005 09:41 PM 567,503 336 232 - nice l5vo 
'>fucked.mpg 09/10/2003 04:17 AM 1 215 000 Ibov^mnL 
•>07/10C006 09:42 AM 89,806.852 abowb rnpa ^ '^^ 
•>m3/2004 07:00 AM 12,050,432 2boJsfUn(sLl8).mpg 
219,490,308 2messies.mpg 
33,063,548 3 Boys 12,13,14 Yo - Belgium - 


>11/15/2004 11:07 PM 
>01/25/2005 10:15 AM 
>Part2-043,mpg 
>12/22/2004 03:14 AM 
■>good!l!) with sound.MPG 
>07/02/2006 03:49 PM 
•>01/01/2005 06:02 AM 


379,673,1 18 3 boys 8yo suck and fuck (very 


555,378,560 300.mpg 
285,059,805 


••'ui/ui/^uua uo:u4 AM zao,uo9,805 
'>3some--man“fucks-12yboy-1 OygiriCfull- 33.02min).mpg 


08/31 
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»01/p1/2005 07:44 AM 
»0$/18/2004 04:44 PM 
>>07/09/2006 07:54 PM 
»pubes then fucked.MPG 
>>11/16/2005 12:45 AM 


84,865,028 46_1.mpg 
5,009,408 69er01.mpg 
686,166,783 7th grade bay gets shaved his 


104,175,020 TTolik nice 7yo boy reailv 

»good.iTipg 07/11/2006 01:16 AM 111,700.736 8 yo cutLittfe boy 
»being fucked & sucked by dad.mpg ^ 


>>07/13/2006 10:45 AM 
>>12/31/2004 08:34 PM 
»teen) boys .mpg 
>>11/20/2003 04:67 PM 
»have sex.mpg 
>>11/13/2005 10:05 AM 
»03/22A2004 04:51 PM 
>>12/14/2002 12:05 AM 


75,280,434 8mm07.mpg 
620,828,712 8yr&14yr cousins sleepover(pre 

36,960,968 9 yo and 16 yo mexican boys 

158,656,770 9 yo boy and 1 1 yo boy.mpg 
8,784,720 9yo boy strip pt2.mpeg 
61 ,995,640 A 8-year-oid boy is made 


»nakedness by a father’s hand(20m).mpg 
>>1^10/2003 11:40 PM 100,345,868 AB003.mpg 


>>12/11/2003 04:16 AM 
>>11/25/2005 09:23 PM 
>>03/25/2003 08:03 PM 
>>12/10/2003 03:12 AM 
>>05/18/2004 08:13 PM 
>>05/18/2004 08:17 PM 
>>05/18/2004 08:18 PM 
>>05/02/2005 10:49 AM 
>>01/27/2005 04:36 PM 
>>01/29/2005 05:25 PM 
>>03/26/2006 08:17 PM 
>>08/12/2005 11:59 PM 
>>01/22/2005 11:40 AM 
>>11/24/2005 10:02 AM 


12,636,082 AB004.mpg' 

173,854,654 AB013.mpg 
48,058,248 AB014.mpg 
208,854,974 ab015.mpg 
10,714,112 adam2.av{ 

5,700,096 adam3.avi 
4.520,448 adam4.avi 
85, 125.124 AJ&KileOl.mpg 
48.947,200 Ai&klle2.mpg 
470,129 aj-finale.mpg 
136,712,196 Aieksanderl.mpg 
12,056.576 alex.avi 
4,218,864 Alex1hott+13yojo(1).mpeg 

30,314.420 

»ANrb-Private_(anal_fuck_7yr).avi 11/29/2005 04:25 AM 
»1 6,879,864 anthony03.avi 12/28/2004 1 1 :30 AM 99,845 362 

84,506,628 Anthonyl .mpg 


>>12/28/2004 03:34 AM 
>>12/28/2004 04:27 AM 
>>12/28/2004 02:32 AM 
>>01/21/2005 02:39 PM 
>>03/15/2006 07:24 PM 
>>03/15/2006 06:01 AM 
>>01/29/2005 12:11 AM 
>>07/15/2006 01:20 AM 
>>06/12/2005 03:49 AM 
>>04/14/2004 10:40 PM 
>>04/14/2004 10:39 PM 
*>01/22/2005 09:30 PM 


20,465,668 anthonyl 3.mpg 
12,713,988 anthony14.mpg 
3,475,460 anthonyl S.mpg 
10,785,496 anthonyl 7,mpg 
49,768,364 anto-3.mpg 
28,024,124 antolick-1-L.mpg 
46,881 ,423 aunl.mpg 
119,689,216 aVitorio&Manuel.mpg 
618,851 ,612 AVSEQ01 .DAT 
88,690,688 bOyorgieOl.mpg 
49,569,792 b0yorgje02.mpg 

268,070,219 B16 Boy+man Japanese 

»(veryGood).mpg 03/08/2004 08:33 PM 486,41 8 B16SB12.MPG 
►>03/10/2004 02:16 AM 6,656,000 baflis_czechboy02.mpg 
42,187,572 Bangkokl.mpg 
42,073,696 Bangkok2.mpg 
65,195,570 barry.wmv 
324,408 BB4_12.MPG 


>05/04/2003 03:02 PM 
>05/04/2003 03:00 PM 
>04/14/2004 11:24 PM 
>03/08/2004 08:33 PM 


•//orniir»« onnirln rnm/nmrtt 
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>>07/01/2006 01:03 PM 
>>06/11/2006 02:09 AM 
>>06/03/2006 10:OSPM 
>>06/04/2006 04:42 AM 
>>02/17/2006 02:41 AM 
>>12^0/2004 04:00 PM 
>>02/05/2005 04:12 AM 
>>08/21/2005 02:08 AM 
>>03/08/2004 08:33 PM 
>>03/08/2004 08:33 PM 
>>02/17/2006 05:35 AM 
>>12/24/2004 05:38 PM 


>>03/08/2004 08:31 PM 286,809 BB4 17MPG 

>>03/04/2004 12:14 AM 41,984,000 bblove.mpg 

104.910.664 BOB 01 -two holland boys lOyo 
»on bed- TOP QUALITY.mpg ^ 

>>07/12/2006 07:43 AM 237,336,576 Benit.mpg 

8,540,348 Benjamm_11b.AVI 

1.897.028 Benjamin 11c,AVI 
85,079.588 BETO 3.wmv 

18.486.028 BETO_4.wmv 
6,144,000 BFH - justinandyanis Divx.avi 
16,967,168 bllly12b.avj 
626,178,560 Bkkmovie - asOOOS.mpg 
1 5,002,1 12 black0002!avl 
2,150,777 BOBBY01.MPEG 
2,245,282 BOBBY02.MPEG 
9,476,096 Boner Boy Rene 12 Jahre 4.avl 

— — ww . 1,004,146 boner boy_06- 

»07y.boys.dlsplay.erections(1 4s)[06-1 Oj.mpg ~ 

>>12/27/2004 03:36 PM 44,630,096 boner_boy_Josh - horny 12yo.mpg 

>>12/24/2004 05:31 PM 52,566,496 boner_boy_Saul 11 yo 

»mastuburbates (cum).mpg 

>>11/17/2005 09:52 AM 260,508,647 boner boy W01 saal.mpg 
>>12/27/2004 01:49 PM 145,838,665 boner~boy W04"222.mpg 
>>04/28/2005 12:04 AM 19,743.931 Bounds - Sucks &Cums.mpeg 
>>12/21/2004 10:32 AM 140,963,844 boy 14yo sucks sucked and 
»fucked.mpg 12/29/2002 02:17 PM 100,605,920 boy and dad.mpg 
>>05/27/2002 01:51 AM 94,216,772 Boy boy - 15yr old fucks 10 yr 
»old - pjk24.mpg 
>>09/01/1999 02:09 PM 
»teen PJK23A,MPG 
>>02/17/2006 05:43 AM 
>>04/10/2004 02:03 AM 
>>12/29/2004 01:56 AM 
>>01/05/2003 07:58 PM 
>>12/12/2003 12:02 PM 
>>11/29/2002 03:03 PM 
>>06/05/2006 07:56 PM 
>>10/05/2002 05:26 PM 


13,293,270 Boy boy - preteen fucked by 

1 59,072 Boy Cam.avi 
424,800,000 Boy David and Man. mpeg 

I , 829,064 boy film - !stiff3.mpeg 
242,472,216 boy fucked by dad l.mpg 
44,592,912 boy fucked by dad 2.mpg 
10,512,920 boy sucking man(aldo)2.mpg 

II, 040,768 Boy With Black Slips .avi 
75,066,327 Boy-Boy-boy 15-13-10 Naked piay 


'>lite sex play CUTE - ANTHONY.MPG 
‘>06/05/2006 1 0:24 PM 468,671 ,484 boyl 2,mpg 


•>11/19/2005 01:36 PM 
>05/18/2004 08:31 PM 
>12/25/2002 02:51 AM 
>11/26/2005 04:10 AM 
>12/09/2002 10:23 PM 
>03/08/2004 08:58 PM 
>12/17/2003 11:08 PM 
>02/19/2006 11:26 PM 
>07/06/2006 03:26 AM 
>03/22/2004 05:00 PM 
>06/04/2006 12:51 AM 
>06/11/2006 03:17 AM 


168,180,370 BOYANDKID.MPG 
49,446,855 boyblowman_002.mpg 
139,952,132 boys - brothers14years.mpg 
5,806,084 boys black wite lO^.mpeg 
439,231 boys-y.mpeg 
56,062,648 Boyselfcam - Matt - 13yo - .avi 
931 ,526 BoyStn'p.wmv 
666,008 boy__3d .mov 
67,231,744 boy_fucked_by_dad_2.mpg 
844,800 bpubuckcumri).avl 
25,026,048 Brasilien 02.avi 
54,136,320 Brasilien 03.avi 


//irmuns.eon«le.com/crmiin/9it o ., — t ,• . 


10/31 

Page 9 of: 
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»06/1 1/20d6 06:1 1 PM 34,852,352 Brasilien 04.avi 

>>06/04/2006 04:33 PM 17,008,128 Brasilien 07.avi 

>>06/05/2006 1 1 :55 PM 36,024,832 Brasilien 09.avi 

>>06/03/2006 06:06 AM 29,608,448 Brasilien 10 avi 

>>06/03/2006 07:58 PM 33,327,616 Brasilien 15.avi 

>>06/03/2006 05:17 PM 12,956,672 Brasilien 16.avi 

>>06/03/2006 07:58 AM 77,668,352 Brasilien XXX 08.avi 

>>05/30/2006 1 1:42 PM 28,462,692 Brasilien XXX 13.avi 

>>06/03/2006 09:33 AM 60,246,528 BrasllienXXX06.avi 

>>06/04/2006 08:30 PM 31 ,253,504 BraslllenXXX1 1 .avI 

>>06/03/2006 06:29 PM 40. 1 30,560 BrasillenXXXI 2 3.05 SP.avl 

>>03/26/2006 05:26 PM 74,994. 1 76 BrasillenXXXI 4.avi 

>>05/30/2006 10:36 PM 31,797,780 BrasHienXXX17.avi 

>>06/04/2006 02:26 PM 503,861 ,248 brasil_boys _j)nvate dvd.mpg 

>>07/04/2006 02:51 PM 169,763,992 Brn 05 Boys Pedo Young Suck 
»Gay.mpg 06/1 2/2006 05:40 AM 83,891 ,91 0 bm_03.mpg 

>>03/15/2006 09:49 AM 401 ,160,216 Brn_36 - Hungarian Preteen Boys 
»Fuck sOO rW pjk kdv rbv hrrrv gerbys.mpg 

»01 /1 7/2005 03:38 AM 51 ,61 6,040 Brotherlove 1 4yo fucks his 1 0yo 

»brotherwlth cum EXCELLENT.mpg 

»07/03/2G06 01 :40 AM 124,791 ,828 Brotherlove 2.mpg 

>>06/05/2006 1 2:25 AM 7,697,780 Brotheriove02_pait1 .wmv 

>>06/05/2006 05:06 AM 7,813,770 Brotheriove02 jjartS.wmv 

>>07/04/2006 09:02 AM 16.421,960 BrotherJove2 j)art2.wmv 

>>06/05/2006 02:21 PM 4,732,928 Bvds@ {40).AVI 

>>02/23/2004 01:04 PM 68,447,096 bxxxxs_Mxxx)(xs(01to07).mpg 

>>12/22/2004 02:45 AM 4,557,332 b_vipefpriv_03 divx{1).avi 

>>12/20/2004 09:26 PM 2,562,916 b viperpriv 04ldivx.avi 

»1 1/29/2005 10:42 AM 104,380,416 ram - 1 1 & 15 

»brothersuckyfuckyHOT- wow.avi 

>>07/01/2006 10:13 AM 24,293,376 cam - 12 - 

»blondbingoboyssuck-HOT.avl 12/24/2004 03:42 AM 413,672 Cam 

»- 12yo Boy Jerks Off With Legs Spread.mpg 

>>07/14/2006 02:1 7 AM 33,71 1 ,616 cam - 14 - 6yobrothersufu-2 avi 

>>12/22/2004 12:59 AM 2,536,377 Cam - MoLOl.mpg 

>>11/16/2005 02:12 AM 33,711,616 cam_- 6n14-brothersufU''2 avi 

>>03/26/2006 04:32 PM 95,779,012 CarmeTo part 2(little boy 

»cute).mpg 07/04/2006 03:54 AM 33,235,71 7 carto-2,wmv 

>>03/16/2006 11:53 PM 28,059,657 carloS. wmv 

>>08/18/2005 07:09 AM 122,003,028 cas1-7a.mpg 

>>12/03/2005 12:11 PM 25,184,791 cas2-16.mpg 

»07/1 1/2006 02: 1 3 AM 3,1 86,664 chaini 2-0004.avi 

>>07/12/2006 07:31 PM 40,859,562 CHEQ P.mpg 

>>07/02/2006 04:48 AM 850,591 ,802 ChlldrenOI -two 1 0y boys + 

»man.mpg 10/10/2003 10:39 PM 2,405,600 Chrisyl avi 

» 1 0 / 1 0/2003 1 0:37 PM 1 .738.188 Chrisy3(csmisc3).avi 

>>10/10/2003 09:59 PM 1 ,093,080 Chrisy6(csmlsc6).avi 

» 1 2/22/2004 1 2:54 AM 1 ,644 ,332 cj-vibOl .avi 

>>12/31/2004 09:18 PM 6,005,694 cj.mpg 

>>05/19/2004 12:07 AM 12,312,576 Cllp0130.m1v 

>>01/15/2004 01:27 PM 13,234,460 Cllp2.mpg 

>>05/05/2006 02:09 AM 79,762,837 COdy & Amigos 03 wmv 
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>>05/19/2004 12:23 AM 
>>06/02/2004 12:47 AM 
>>12/21/2004 10:11AM 
>>03/25/2004 04:08 AM 
>>02/04/2005 01:28 AM 
>>06/11/2006 01:38 PM 
>>03/08/2004 08:34 PM 
>>11/16/2005 09:01AM 
>>05/21/2004 01:11 AM 
>>11/09/2003 02:41 AM 
»12/2d/20Q4 07:06 PM 
>>12/21/2004 09:12 AM 
>>06/11/2006 11:48 AM 


27,561,984 cousinpr17yo1 2.mpg 
135,562,710 CuteCommies.mpg 
13,094,088 CuteLilDudes (692). mpg 
11,032,576 cyris 12m_&_l3 m #2.avi 
7,125.384 dlS.mpeg 
56,733.696 dad8son4.avi 
2,326,715 DAOFORTHOMASCUM.MPEG 
17,741,313 daki.mpg 
7,682,048 dani12a.avi 
69,943,104 Daniel13+Tommy29.mpg 
434, 1 76 darian 1 3yo01 .avi 
448,512 darian 13yo02. avi 

17,433.478 

»david-private!-forc2c-buds-only,wmv 07/06/2006 02*17 AM 
>>360,870, 1 36 Dennis002.avi 07/12/2006 02: 1 0 AM 303 038 088 
»DennjsPa01 .avi 07/09/2006 1 2:32 PM 23,470,1 04 DePa - Patrick 
»02.avl 02/20/2006 12:31 AM 303,038,088 DePa01.avi 


>>07/04/2006 07:50 PM 
>>03/15/2006 03:15 AM 
>>06/01/2004 10:25 PM 
>>04/07/2004 03:40 AM 
>>07/30/2006 10:39 PM 
>>12/22/2004 03:41 AM 
>>03/23/2004 11:20 PM 
»boys Part 1 .avi 
>>04/21/2003 09:00 PM 
>>12/22/2004 03:27 PM 
>>12/03/2005 1.0:41 PM 
>>05/21/2004 01:05 AM 
>>05/21/2004 01:18 AM 
>>03/14/2004 01:06 AM 
>>06/26/2006 02:22 AM 
>>12/22/2004 03:29 AM 
>>06/05/2006 04:52 PM 
>>12/31/2004 12:18 AM 
>>12/30/2004 08:10 PM 
>>06/28/2004 03:06 PM 
>>06/28/2004 02:51 PM 
>>11/14/2005 12:12 PM 
>>02/06/2005 02:08 AM 
>>05/18/2004 08:33 PM 
>>01/12/2005 09:15 PM 
*>06/12/2006 12:25 AM 
*>01/15/2004 01:28 PM 
*>07/11/2006 08:50 AM 
*>07/05/2006 07:53 AM 
*>03/15/2003 06:02 PM 
*>08/21/2005 06;30AM 
*>05/18/2004 08:39 PM 
•>11/13/2004 11:16 PM 
•>07/14/2006 11:20 AM 
->in motel.mpg 


286,676,440 DePa02.avi 
59,425,428 DePa02_(DivX5-Vere).avi 
419,476,430 devon-uncut-3S2.mpg 
141,615,380 devon2-edrt.mpg 
0 dir.txt 

7,91 5,008 dlsismepunk-12-02-0041 ,avi 
60,829,872 DlvFix.2Z'087“ man fiick 10+11yo 

411,347 dj.mpeg 

66,681 ,792 Dodge 1 1yo(very nice ).mpg 
13,346,617 dodgehandh.mpg 
8,392,704 dragonOI .avi 
16,534,016 diragon02.avi 
2,758,666 DWYT.avi 
14,058,782 e3-1.WMV 
721,875 ed01(1).mpg 
22,916,096 enjoy14e.avi 
89,907,200 espagnoteOl.mpg 

24.576.000 e5pagnols02.mpg 
61,257,732 espagnolsOS.mpg 
29,038,596 espagnols06a.mpg 
65,384,960 F4(fullversion).avi 
43,083,640 f4.avi 
26,777,128 f4hking>1.mpg 

803,372 fbg1a.avi 
1,105,384 fesse08.avi 

2.048.000 ftle02.mpg 
212,464,728 Fill & Manu 01 .mpg 
404,846,944 Film4.avi 

2,134,630 filme2.mpg 
6,562,508 FL3.MPG 
9,203,914 fofjdspedaf.mpg 
22,373,376 foryou.avi 

173,663,224 French - 14yo boy in my car and 
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7erouiJs.gooBlexpni/Broup/altovD,sworD/msg/9d67b5e2c0541c86?q=%22iustin+berry%22&utoken=6Tf... 
mKi«Sn,ps . 

1 10,832,128 K99- at Bagdad-aw 

1/1 Iffiool 06 40 PM 1 28,591 ,568 K99 - Dutch Boys 2^PG 

>,12U^ 

>>1 icMOM m!o 1 ™ 274,667,706 K99 - Taco and Wend (black & 


9/24/2006 


>M1OT2006 07:12 AM 101 ,889,096 K99_Sebi.nipg 
>>01/22/2005 11:47 AM 28,421 ,352 Karate Kids.mpg ... 
»11^0M 04-13 PM 170,444.484 kdog2 (preteen sucked by 
>>Sre1M«W 09:44 PM 600,750.236 KDV15.mpg 
>>12/0^004 01 04 AM 320,488,200 KDV_018.mpg 
>>1M4tt002 02:55 PM 72.830,803 KPo 05 little boys.mpg 
>>07/11/2006 12:23 AM 32,660,943 Krai .mpg 


htte://<ccacs.soQde.con./arouo/aitomWmse/9d67b5e2c0541c867a-%22iustm+be.rv%22&utoto^ 9/24001 
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33,550,234 Gay - 2 young boys suck each 


>>12/08/2002 03:24 PM 
»other - quality soso.mpg 

>>hfr?S“.m5(lTmpg 

>>11/21/2002 01:30 AM 12.296,284 Gay Teen - High School Bov 
caught nude changing HARD dick candid no idea twink teen cock xxx 
dS[" 07/03/2006 01:31 PM 57,548 924 GAY TEEN 

»Blh - Chris & Justin.avi 03/13/2006 12:34 PM 41,993 728 

>>05/01/2004 11:00 PM 19,949,216 gb05-^2.mpg 

>>12/02/2005 01:18 PM 22.050,1 12 Gb05-4.mpg 

>>05/30/2006 01:34 AM 19,865,552 GB06-2.mpa 

>>05/30/2006 03:22 AM 33,658,492 GB07-1 .mpg 

02:20 PM 163,868.672 Gboys Cap^.avi 
250,890,240 gboys-cap>02.avi 

255.522.816 gboys-cap-OS.avi 
13,268,992 gboys-cap-05.avj 
28,839,936 gboys-cap-06.avi 
1 89,501 ,440 gboys-cap-l O.avi 

5,947,382 gboys-cap-12'01.avi 

212.910.080 gboys-cap-13.avi 

417.058.816 gboys-cap-14.avi 
156,909,572 gbs33.mpg 
632,589,944 GerBys 01 .mpg 
243,912,988 GerBys 08 (16m19s).mpg 
161,927,028 GerBys 09.MPG 

300.718.080 GERBYS IL001.avi 
21 9,071 ,860 GERBYS 11 007.avi 
167,204.864 GERBYS ifOOS.avi 
257,603,828 GERBYS 11 009,avl 
289,547,164 GerBys-07.mpg 
186,623,576 GerBysOS -lOyo german boy with 


>>11/25/2005 03:42 PM 
>>07/05/2006 08:25 AM 
>>07/04/2006 01:21 PM 
>>07/03/2006 01:29 PM 
>>07/10/2006 10:18 AM 
>>07/01/2006 03:36 PM 
>>07/10/2006 05:58 AM 
>>07/04/2006 08:25 AM 
>>08/07/2003 10:29 PM 
•>12/13/2003 03:00 AM 
•>12/05/2003 12:34 PM 
•>12/04/2003 12:32 AM 
•>08/14/2005 10:52 PM 
>08/14/2006 07:22 PM 
>08/14/2005 11:38 PM 
>08/14/2006 10:38 PM 
>12/06/2003 01:43 AM 
>12/03/2003 11:25 AM 
>man-.mpg 

>08/20/2005 04:40 AM 
>05/25/2006 12:26 AM 
>12/08/2003 10:00 AM 
>12/02/2003 02:09 AM 
>12/02/2003 02:08 AM 
>12/27/2002 08:46 AM 


16,308,224 gnooghi.mpg 
47,737,412 Gnooj2.mpg 
235,938,194 Golden Boys 36.mpg 
49,221,792 golden boys0x_part1.mpg 
59,392,000 golden boys0x^part2.mpg 
182,060,452 Goldenboys41 - Playtime - 


(yngGAY) - I24.16mlnJ.mpg 
•06/21/2004 10:26 PM 9,232.624 Haduri.asf 


•01/11/2005 10:32 PM 
-07/06/2006 04:23 AM 
•09/04/2003 12:45 AM 
•12/08/2005 02:20 PM 
■03/26/2003 08:58 PM 
■07/10/2004 12:56 AM 
07/14/2004 01:30 AM 


294,849,722 happy_boy.mpg 
51,823 HELP ME FIND VID.JPG 
1 1 ,81 0,568 here-lt-comes.mpg 
663.722,635 HMV 0019.mpg 
559,718,400 HMV0006.MPG 
574,083,316 hmv0012.mpg 
224,129,028 HMV0037.mpg 


/eroUDS.B00Ble.C01n/2r0UD/altovn..swr»m/m«j<»/0»1/;'71%^*.n«n<H 1 ~o<o — ny -• 
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»Preteen_-_Zach1 man_fucks_7yo_boy - TO.mpg 

>>11/29/2005 12:10 AM 338,571,940 

»priv001b 11J and_carboy._NEW.mpg 07/05/2006 01:15 AM 

»731 ,380,826 privado 04 .mpg 12/01/2005 06:26 PM 340,742,144 

»prlvado 05.mpg 07/03/2006 08:1 0 PM 722,936,274 PRIVADO 09,mpg 

»1 1/25/2005 1 1 :09 AM 725,926,588 privado 2 mpg.mpg 

>>12/08/2005 09:34 AM 344,314,880 privado_04.mpg 

>>12/04/2005 01:39 AM 336,754,688 privado lO.mpg 

»1 1 /29/2005 05: 1 3 AM 181 ,848,352 Privat-02 — 1 2+1 3-@-.mpg 

>>12/03/2005 07:34 AM 96,634,934 Private 01 .rripg 

>>05/31/2006 01 :1 1 AM 554,625,164 Private 3.mpg 

>>03/14/2006 07:29 PM 36,501,602 private argnetin.wmv 

»1 1/29/2005 06:53 AM 164,295,316 private-03.mpg 

>>01/09/2003 03:54 PM 552,677,412 Private2(12yo 

»japaneseboy-man).mpg 07/07/2006 1 2:22 AM 1 1 6,513,1 62 

»prjv rn and b 7j.wmv 07/16/2001 11:18 PM 890,010 

»pr_i2_mpeg384.mpg 07/1 6/2001 1 1 :22 PM 923,662 

»pr_9_mpeg384.mpg 07/05/2006 07:07 AM 1 52,398,884 PTHC - under 

»age bby.mpg 12/03/2005 12:31 PM 54,462,940 puppen02.mpg 

»03/1 3/2006 05:1 2 AM 247,840,656 Pvc David14 - 4.mpg 

»01 /1 2/2005 1 1 :47 AM 1 37,566,856 pvc growing up.mpg 

»1 1 /1 6/2005 03: 1 0 AM 1 80,651 ,492 pvc Mex-1 .mpg 

>>12/30/2004 07:40 PM 117,022,696 pvc mex-2.mpg 

>>12/02/2006 11:33 PM 179,189,696 pvc meX“5.mpg 

>>04/21/2006 04:46 AM 459,491 ,984 pvc Mikey 1 kingpass pi 01 zz 

»fkk.mpg 12/24/2004 04:10 PM 121 ,322,096 pvc Mikey12-with older 

»friend part 2.mpg 

>>12/31/2004 02:49 PM 430,606,988 pvc stooge boys.mpg 

>>05/31/2006 02:51 AM 168,706,132 pvc tony-4 soundyes(16m07s).mpg 

>>12/31/2002 07:49 AM 22,425,600 pycap-full preteen boys.mpg 
>>01/13/2000 10:00 PM 64,068,416 Pycap403.mpg 

>>03/08/2004 08:38 PM 279,1 14 RBB1 .MPG 

>>03/08/2004 08:38 PM 281,605 RBB2.MPQ 

»01/26/20‘05 06:06 PM 2,044,844 Relax,mpg 

»1 1/26/2005 03:58 AM 13,645,824 RenS llyo - Special private.avi 
>>02/04/2004 02:12 PM 464,928,270 RF#18_4,MPG 

»01 /It/2004 08:23 PM 428,590,284 RF#1 0(Twins).mpg 

>>02/08/2004 03:55 AM 63,435,824 RF#4 002(lnc).mpg 

>>08/14/2004 07:56 PM 204,974,060 RF#4l007.mpg 

>>08/23/2004 10:08 PM 246,181,036 RF#6_001. mpg 

>>08/23/2004 10:53 PM 165,702,112 Rf#6 005.mpg 

>>07/12/2006 05:30 PM 282,554,368 Roman.mpg 

>>12/07/2005 06:37 AM 159,055,876 Romanla02s.mpg 

>>07/06/2006 04:08 PM 1 10,970,964 Romy SleepOver.avj 

>>07/10/2006 03:35 PM 145,847,548 Romy_NightPlay.avi 

>>12/24/2004 09:50 AM 135,231 ,544 ru-mb#1_010(1).mpg 

>>08/05/2003 01:01 AM 204,601,348 Russian boys06.mpg 

»1 1/21/2003 08:41 AM 329,309,000 Russian Boys 9 & 1 3.mpg 
>>12/15/2002 11:33 AM 169,754,455 Russian Flowers(young boys).mpg 
>>08/12/2004 10:02 PM 123,246,417 RussianFlowers-01_04.mpg 
>>12/12/2003 04:58 PM 114,632,620 s00jan_&_chris L AB007b.mpQ 
>>09/21/2004 12:08 AM 49,868,300 s00_Mark&Kyle.mpg 
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>>09/17/2004 12:49 AM 263,923,288 Hmv030.Mpg 

>>08/20/2005 02:37 AM 636,719,108 Hmv032,Mpg 

>>06/04/2006 02:58 AM 2,263,259 hotondad.mpg 

>>06/03/2006 07:00 AM 4,613,732 hotondad2.mpg 

>>03/14/2006 07:20 PM 200,251 ,338 How to make Friends - Peter 
»Glawsbn and friends.mpg 

>>12/20/2004 08:34 PM 692,078 HurleyTx13(1).avi 

>>01/21/2005 12:45 AM 41,272,289 In my Room (boy).mpg 

>>06/04/2006 05:06 AM 60,122,403 J-JS.mpg 

>>06/11/2006 11:13 PM 15,247,360 jaco-2.wmv 

>>03/14/2006 08:01AM 12,075,507 jaco-5.wmv 

>>01/08/2003 10:46 PM 350,529,540 Jap boy and man.mpg 

»1 2/02/2002 04:32 PM 2,083,840 Jap boy shoots a great load of 

»cum into his friends mouth about 12 years old .mpg 

»01 /06/2003 1 2:53 AM 326,387,888 Jap boy-jerked fucked by the 

»beach.mpg 12/1 9/2002 1 1 :40 AM 1 3,31 2,036 Jap Young Thai Boy 

»(NjoB Film - x1m59s).mpg 

» 1 2/28/2002 09:36 AM 564,374,683 jap-boy-man 1 0yo DOYAMA 

»VTR-B.M.D.mpg 12/04/2002 04:26 PM 34,350,584 
»Jap-boys-1-selfimade. mpg 12/08/2002 08:30 AM 36,226,396 
>>Jap-boys-2-selfrnade.mpg 01/02/2003 01:09 AM 393,084,838 
»Jap@boys anal.mpg 03/1 9/2004 10:26 PM 1 6.1 21 ,860 japan music 
»arcade.mpg 1 1/28/2002 03:48 PM 58,755,371 japanboy and man.mpg 
»1 2/08/2002 07:08 AM 202,701 .604 Japanese-boy 1 1 yo tucked by 

»man mpg 06/05/2006 08:06 PM 36,751 ,360 Jas2(he didnt know-i 
»filmed usj.avi 03/14/2006 06:08 PM 47,185,920 jato-2B-L.mpg 
>>05/30/2006 03:29 AM 43,794,432 jato-5-Lmpg 
>>03/22/2004 05:57 PM 1 ,180,160 Jeune 3(1).mpg 
>>11/30/2005 12:12 AM 3,116,484 jimbuck2.mpg 
>>07/02/2006 11:37 AM 39,309,064 Jimmy-002.avi 

>>01/11/2005 11:22 AM 12,550,720 John5,mpg 

>>08/22/2005 01 :45 /\M 240,508,436 Johnnys boy 1 .mpg 

>>11/27/2005 05:11 AM 258,604,796 josh&mlkel10+9yo.mpg 

>>12/01/2005 02:01 PM 5,41 9,856 Jtk02.avi 
>>05/18/2004 08:50 PM 1 ,288,565 justfni .mpg 
>>03/13/2006 02:16 PM 90,852,322 Justlnandyanis_Divx.avl 

»06/05/2006 02:14 AM 61,020,831 J_Randynovember.mpg 

>>06/12/2006 03:52 AM 67,564,507 J_t. mpg 

>>01/07/2005 06:00 PM 172,844,182 K5 Full.mpg 
» 1 2/02/2005 1 2:24 PM 1 1 0,832, 1 28 K99 - at Bagdad.avi 

>>11/13/2005 06:40 PM 128,591.568 K99 - Dutch Boys 2.MPG 

»1 2/02/2005 08:30 PM 262,371 ,784 K99 - Friends from Poland Part 

»3.mpg 08/14/2005 05:53 PM 685.474,524 K99 - Roland Part 2.mpg 
»1 1/25/2005 04:01 PM 274,667,706 K99 - Taco and friend (black & 
»whlte).avl 

»1 1/27/2005 07:12 AM 101 ,889,086 K99_Sebl.mpg 
>>01/22/2005 11:47 AM 28,421,352 Karate Kids.mpg 
»1 1/29/2004 04:1 3 PM 1 70,444,484 kdog2 (preteen sucked by 
»man).mpg 1 2/04/2004 09:44 PM 600,750,236 KDV1 S.mpg 
>>12/08/2004 01:04 AM 320,488,200 KDV_01 S.mpg 
>>12/24/2002 02:55 PM 72,830,803 KPo 05 little boys.mpg 
>>07/11/2006 12:23 AM 32,660,943 Krai .mpg 
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>>09/21/2004 10:18 PM 552,798,260 KRusos03(re).mpg 
»09/1 8/2004 03:29 PM 664,1 1 1 .764 KRusos04.mpg 
>>06/10/2006 05:14 AM 243,759,850 ksBerlinRotfuchs.avi 
>>07/13/2006 05:1 9 PM 1 51 ,294,248 ksBerlinSchmalboyl 1 .avi 

>>07/14/2006 12:30 AM 118,975,156 kslbrahim bUt14 11.36 SP.avi 
>>07/13/2006 12:40 PM 202.341,468 kskleinerZlguner10.avi 

>>07/06/2006 11:10PM 111.747,072 ksMario13.avi 

>>07/13/2006 12:08 PM 201,271 .590 ksRobln13&Bruder1 6.avi 

>>07/04/2006 10:17 PM 71,894,730 ksRobin13.avi 

»07/1 0/2006 05:03 AM 1 24,525,422 ksRobin 1 3AufHochslt2.avi 

>>07/14/2006 12:05 AM 14,540,800 ksVasek13.avi 

>>01/27/2005 06:36 PM 3,754,804 Kurtls2.avi 

>>12/10/2003 08:14 PM 731,252,736 LI.E. (Long Island Expressway) 
»(DivX).avj 

>>06/04/2006 06:03 AM 317,320,960 LALO 
»01[10yB+man-oral&anal](10.09).mpg 06/03/2006 04:23 AM 
»1 68,959,488 LALO 02.mpg 06/03/2006 10:34 AM 71 .142,144 LALO 
»03,mpg 07/12/2006 1 1:16 PM 167,302,528 LALO_05.mpg 
>>12/12/2003 09:00 AM 767,428,612 Laughing 13 yo boy and man - 
»anal - excellent quality - sound.mpg 
>>12/21/2004 09:42 AM 13,424,640 lemon2.avi 

>>04/02/2006 01 :33 AM 274,266,1 12 Light My Fire - Game Boy 

»221 3.avi 04/01 /2006 1 1 :02 PM 63,236,072 lltleThaiboys_c.avi 
»1 1/18/2006 02:53 PM 96,220,572 Little boy - Trazcollection.MPG 

>>01/26/2005 04:18 PM 100,487,172 Little Boy lOyr Playing With 

»Man.mpg 12/01/2002 06:24 AM 67,81 8,556 Little boy Aldo with 
»man 1 M-B- suck.mpg 

»1 1/26/2003 12:49 AM 128,438,176 Little boy aldo with man 2 
»(NEW).mpg 1 2/1 0/2002 09:52 PM 1 ,708,032 little boy gets 
»jerked off, shoots his load, little scream(1).mpg 
>>12/17/2002 05:00 AM 2,666,920 Little boy sucks man (new).mpg 

»1 1/21/20Q2 06:28 AM 36,816,808 little boy with diido.mpg 

»1 1/29/2002 07:52 AM 7,895,461 iitUe boys fuck B-B-fuck.mpg 
>>03/26/2004 06:21 AM 467,708 little navigatorAVl 
>>07/03/2006 02:02 PM 50.297,984 Little one.mpg 
»04/01 /2006 1 1 : 1 5 PM 86,881 ,280 little Thaiboys_a.avi 
»01/1 9/2005 01 :25 AM 20,299,776 lover boy 1 2._dd,mpg 
>>03/16/2006 12:12 AM 17,603,537 Luto - OS.wmv 

>>03/26/2006 01 :33 PM 53,559,296 Luto - Criscas-1 -Lavi 

>>03/26/2006 1 1 ;26 PM 38.229,800 Luto - Moja-1 -2.mpg 

>>03/13/2006 11:13 PM 32,178,104 Luto - Moja-1 -3.mpg 

>>03/26/2006 09:22 PM 32,480,224 Luto - Moja-1 -4.mpg 

>>06/03/2006 03:38 PM 73,174,784 Luto - Pemoto 2a mitad.mpg 
»06/1 1/2006 04:43 PM 234,064,028 Luto - Wicito 01 .mpg 
>>03/14/2006 12:55 AM 126,946,302 luto) pemoto-1 -Lav! 

>>06/05/2006 06:39 AM 38,101 , 1 14 luto- ant0-3.avi 

>>05/31/2006 04:07 AM 110.047,772 luto-Lmpg 

>>07/13/2006 02:34 PM 74,448,644 IvbS.mpg 

>>05/21/2004 01:47 AM 43,069,658 ml 4vaherre-1.wmv 

>>03/04/2002 03:14 AM 50,086,868 Man boy - Man fucks preteen boy 

»- GoldenBoys12.mpg 

»07/1 5/2006 01 :23 AM 306,247,424 Man fucks the shit out of a 
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»cute 12yo boy twice wowowoowow.mpg 

»01 /06/2005 1 1 :24 AM 306,247,424 Man fucks the shrl out of a 

»cute Thai boy.mpg 

>>06/03/2006 1 1 :55 AM 725,01 7,204 Man-boy ptivado 06 mpg.mpg 

>>08/29/2004 09:13 PM 69,860,451 Man-Boy JapanBoy and_Man.mpg 

>>07/06/2006 06:11 AM 235,976,708 

»ManBoyJC!lp_2_of VTS^OI 2.VOB).mpg 11/21/2002 06:12 AM 
>>3,646,356 man fucks_11yo boyJtakl1).mpeg 03/25/2004 12:03 AM 
» 273,916 marcl a.avl 03/08/2004 08:34 PM 1 ,367,202 
»MARTIN01.MPG 12/22/2004 03:12 AM 16,090,472 Masculin man and 
»young boys (1 ).AVI 04/22/2006 1 1 :22 PM 7, 1 08,096 Mats.avi 
>>12/24/2004 10:35 PM 472,576 Matt.avi 

>>08/29/2004 08:35 PM 5, 1 06,703 MBafull.mpg 

>>12/06/2003 06:55 AM 125,664,796 melik - 2 boys and a man.mpg 
>>08/21/2005 04:21 PM 122,063,400 MES4.MPG 

>>01/06/2003 02:56 AM 358,558,772 Mexican 14yo&15yo.mpg 

>>05/05/2006 02:24 AM 1 14,423,808 mflle009_DfvX (LB2 - Bruno and 

»Billy).avi 

>>08/30/2004 10:21 PM 58,840,278 mfinn2.wmv 
»08/1 0/2004 1 1 :38 PM 73. 1 97,572 Mil Mark&David.mpg 

>>07/09/2006 03:29 PM 708,424,192 Mirco.avi 
>>07/10/2006 11:17 PM 125,343,885 MJ 036. mpg 
»06/1 1 /2006 05:1 3 PM 1 25,223,914 Moja_2Boys_LongVers.avi 
>>07/01/2006 06:00 PM 4,044,800 MortenS.mpg 

>>11/29/2005 01:37 PM 39,947,611 MOV01887.MPG 

»1 1/26/2005 02:59 AM 69,970,336 MOV01889.MPG 

»1 1/27/2005 1 1 :50 AM 20,036,712 MOV01892-(This is a good 

»one).MPG 1 1/27/2002 05:10 PM 279,585 MPEG-B&B01 .mpeg 
»1 1/28/2002 1 1 :1 1 PM 518,549 MPEG~B&M04,mpeg 
>>12/21/2004 1 1 :1 8 AM 23,601 ,480 mr.sporty boys.AVI 
>>03/26/2006 02:37 PM 44.520,946 MVL0064.AVI 

>>07/13/2006 12:25 AM 3,879,226 MVl 0096.avi 

>>05/30/2006 03:18 AM 3,888,870 MVr0144.avi 

>>05/30/2006 02:58 PM 1 6,920,666 MVI 1064 AVI 

>>03/14/2006 01:17 PM 6,977,596 MVI l078.AVI 

>>06/03/2006 07:59 AM 6,997,984 MVr201 12004_(14).AVI 
>>06/11/2006 06:09 PM 33,665,024 MVI 20112004 (7).AVI 

>>05/30/2006 02:45 PM 38, 1 72,058 M Vr201 1 2004 I(8).AVI 

>>07/06/2006 05:04 PM 1 50,361 ,870 Myboysl .mpg 

>>12/02/2005 09:29 AM 10,748,928 mygod_2boy8_part4.avi 

>>06/03/2006 10:10 AM 41,014,133 mypersonal.mpg 

>>12/05/2005 04:30 PM 143,278,122 N-2BoysPlayBed8.avi 

>>06/11/2006 09:16 PM 173,022,132 N-2BoysPlayBed9.avi 

»1 1/28/2005 1 2:1 1 AM 1 7,851 ,048 Nestor(1 2yr) and friend(14yr) 

»have fun. mpg 

>>11/14/2005 04:32 PM 3,018,322 neto02.avi 

>>06/12/2003 10:21 PM 1,990,656 neto06.mpv 

>>04/30/2005 11:36 PM 16,294,026 neto07.avi 

>>04/30/2005 11:17PM 1 1 ,061 ,342 neto0801 .avi 

>>08/21/2005 06:50 PM 31,164,420 NEW!!9yBoyM.mpg 

>>06/04/2006 05:28 AM 188,472,488 NewIlPI 01 afhcan 6yrshow.mpg 

»1 1/30/2005 04:38 AM 1 3,170,688 new2 man fuck 6 yo boy.avi 
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>>12/21/2004 09:38 PM 2.002,432 newfieboy.avi 

>>12/05/2003 08:24 PM 94,029,1 12 Newtape_04.mpg 

»08/1 4/2005 1 0:39 PM 1 77, 1 01 ,432 NF_vid_003_Ruucl_and_Piet mpg 

>>08/13/2005 02:06 AM 183,950,244 NF vid 004 Ruud and friends 
»Part 1 .avi 08/1 3/2005 02:45 AM 552,379,940 

»NF_vid_005_Ruud_and_friends Part 2,mpg 06/10/2006 05:24 AM 
>>207,654,048 Nf_Vid_006 Piet And Fred.mpg 06/10/2006 05:14 AM 
>>91,878,128 NF Vid 1 9 Wal And Simo Part 2.avi 03/03/2004 10:34 PM 
» 18,588,162 Nonameie.mpg 03/03/2004 11:51 PM 44,032,000 
»Noname42.mpg 03/1 9/2004 1 1 :51 PM 70,608 noname42a.PCX 

>>03/19/2004 11:52 PM 253,494 noname42b.BMP 

>>01/12/2005 08:38 PM 54,788,608 NONAME_019 bogus - church chior 

»music video. AVI 

>>12/06/2004 1 0:24 PM 42,162,008 NP (young hairiiess black boy 
»wlth big dlck).MPG 

>>06/12/2006 04:09 AM 56,1 08,485 N boyl.mpg 

>>07/10/2006 06:58 PM 170,418,920 CrG_02.mpg 

*>09/06/2004 10:24 PM 129,513,988 oll-mik-hari (nudist).mpg 

>>01/06/2004 1 1 :13 AM 1 ,1 10,872 Oooohhhhyeh.MPG 

>>12/20/2004 03:38 PM 4,980,997 pi 01 - anal03-capture22.mpg 
>>12/01/2005 10:49 AM 8,363,732 PI 01 - Brandon - 2.mpg 

»1 1 /26/2005 11:10PM 7,804,320 PI 01 - Brandon - 3.mpg 

>>07/03/2006 1 0:54 AM 132,022,671 p101 - Mark 01 .mpg 

»1 2/28/2004 01 :5e PM 56,882,876 pi 01 -Sk & FkOI (Priv420) 
»(06m54s),mpg 12/28/2004 10:15 AM 8,752,153 plOI OS.mpg 
>>12/28/2004 02:36 PM 2,074,452 p1 01 OS.mpg 

>>12/28/2004 09:36 PM 2,662,400 pi 01 09.mpg 

>>12/27/2004 05:15 AM 45,275,924 pi 01 lO.mpg 

>>04/28/2005 12:15 AM 1,085,944 plOI ll.mpg 
>>12/25/2004 09:40 PM 5,801,618 plOI 13.avi 

>>12/21/2004 03:14 AM 22,749,184 pi 01 15.avi 

>>12/30/2004 06:29 PM 2,006,727 pi 01 16.mpg 

>>12/24/2004 10:15 PM 17,965,056 pi 01 18.mpg 

>>12/26/2004 03:13 PM 15,059,814 pi 01 19.mpg 

>>12/21/2004 03:11 AM 6,342,645 p101 21 .mpg 

>>02/05/2005 05:56 AM 1 ,581 ,928 PI 01 27.mpg 

>>06/04/2006 10:54 PM 15,421,960 p1 01 Brotherlove02_part2.wmv 

>>01/25/2005 06:05 PM 20,634,1 82 PI 01 Shower 1 ,mpg 

>>12/28/2004 02:45 AM 7,867,954 p101 suck bound 04.mpg 
>>12/29/2004 01:06 AM 14,034,216 plOI suck dad 02.mpg 
>>12/28/2004 06:38 PM 3,751,693 plOI suck dad 04.mpg 
»1 1/28/2005 03:09 PM 35,432,852 plOI x2.mpg 
>>12/04/2005 09:06 AM 112,046,084 PI 01-1 .mpg 
>>12/30/2004 07:41 PM 15,916,960 p101-20.avi 
>>12/23/2004 06:39 AM 5,654,771 pi 01-A69er01 ,mpg 
>>01/21/2005 05:37 AM 29,687,812 pi 01 -anal01-priv30.mpg 
>>12/23/2004 06:09 AM 4,762,1 12 p101-anal02.mpg 

>>12/21/2004 03:49 PM 1,868,571 PI 01 -b02.mpg 

>>12/27/2004 03:38 AM 894,720 p1 01 -BBondageS.mpg 

>>12/30/2004 06:32 PM 2,384,440 p101.-capture49.mpg 

»1 1 /27/2005 05:1 5 AM 5,81 5,972 pi 01 -LegoOl 1_re.avi 

»12/25/2O04 09:38 PM 10,151,936 p101-mikael02.avi 
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>>12/25/2004 10:56 PM 
>>12/27/2004 01:36 PM 
>>12/27/2004 12:43 PM 
>>12/26/2004 06:21 AM 
>>05/18/2004 08:45 PM 
>>05/01/2005 03:02 AM 


24,498,176 p101-mlkael03.av! 

29,689,856 pi 01 -mikael04anal01“priv30.mpg 
1 ,124,352 p101-mikael05anal02.avi 
2,286,576 plOI-mikaelAnd Friencls25,mpg 
2,179,414 p101-suGk06-capture03.mpg 
64,227,328 plOI-USboys 02 2BoF 14 fuck 1 1 


»Great talent action (1 1 m55s).avi 
>>12/28/2000 04:50 PM 25,635,266 Pakie02.mpg 


>>11/15/2005 01:14 PM 
>>09/26/2004 11:39 PM 
>>03/13/2006 10:21 PM 
>>07/12/2006 03:36 PM 
>>12/03/2005 10:52 PM 
>>02/05/2005 12:51 AM 
>>03/08/2004 08:38 PM 
>>05/18/2004 10:13 PM 
>>01/21/2005 02:07 AM 
>>05/20/2004 01:26 AM 
>>08/04/2004 09:45 PM 
»05/30/2006 10:00 PM 
>>05/25/2006 12:04 AM 


1 ,067,008 Palwak.mpg 
79,264,668 paperboy.mpg 
52,029,396 parema(gets_fucked).mpg 
9,674,752 Patrick06 (DePa03).avl 
44,400,640 PauLSpeziaI_07_31,avj 
88,854,528 pedo - Jim 12y Boy and Man.avi 
7,680,000 PEDROREA.MPG 
170,905,772 petermpg 
14,435,435 Pi-6.mpg 
171,566,853 pi>all.mpg 
43,303,121 pinned.mpg 
3.971 ,584 pjbro2.avl 
100,836,864 pjk001_DivX (Phil and 
»Robert).avi 05/29/2006 02:57 AM 101,134,336 pjk002 D|vX(Jlm 
»and Tommy).avi 12/15/2003 01:10 AM 51 ,103,906 PJK003 {Billy & 
>M}ke}.mpg .05/29/2006 02:24 AM 1 08,091 ,904 PJK008.avi 


77,813,758 PJK24.mpg 
82,935,728 PJK26.MPG 
8,187,233 p]k_spl.mpg 
131,632,076 Po^rtOI (spaIn serie).mpg 
131,632,076 Port02.mpg 
132,078,956 Port03.mpg 
118,928,924 Port04.mpg 
131,272,220 Port05,mpg 
128,518,976 PortOB.mpg 
34,753i513 portul.mpg 
84,704,320 Portu2,mpg 
4,200,092 PRETEEN - BOYS FUCK ON BED 
»1 B(3).mpg 1 1/21/2002 03:46 AM 2,272,256 preteen 7 yo boy 
»sittlng on 12 boy.mpg 11/21/2002 10:56 PM 1,192,243 preteen 
»boy - Man^FuckJittle^boy.mpeg 01/26/2005 07:17 PM 157,268,528 
»preteen boy aldo co!Iection(many never before seen vids}.nipg 
»1 1/21/2002 01 :41 AM 440,597 Preteen boy suck- this boy is 
»talented.mpeg 

»1 2/1 8/2002 05:53 AM 364,891 ,530 Preteen boys 1 0yo 1 1 yo have sex 
»in shower - (with sound).mpg 

>>11/29/2005 08:22 PM 289,270,786 Preteen GangBang.mpg 
>>09/15/2003 07:30 PM 1,492,380 preteen gay-31-2 boys(11y) real 
»anal.avi 


>>05/24/2006 11:33 PM 
>>05/24/2006 11:52 PM 
>>07/23/1999 05:15 AM 
>>12/02/2006 02:31 AM 
>>11/27/2005 09:45 PM 
>>12/03/2005 05:28 AM 
>>11/30/2005 10:49 AM 
>>11/29/2005 09:48 AM 
>>05/30/2006 07:48 AM 
>>12/03/2005 11:41 AM 
>>06/03/2006 06:23 PM 
>>11/21/2002 12:19 AM 


>>06/08/2003 03:58 PM 
>>12/11/2002 04:10 PM 
>>03/26/2004 04:45 AM 
>>11/26/2002 09:53 PM 
>>11/21/2002 01:41 AM 


552,960 Preteen is fucked by Man.mpeg 
5,390,848 preteen twin boys fuck.mpg 
137,567,368 Preteen-1 2yo and 8yo boys.mpg 
7,910,896 Preteen-9 yo boy suck man.mpg 
19,606,304 
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>>08/21/2005 06:16 PM 
>>11/29/2005 04:49 AM 
>>06/04/2006 02:56 PM 
>>05/30/2006 02:52 PM 
>>07/09/2006 04:36 AM 
>>06/11/2006 12:26 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:42 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:42 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:43 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:43 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:44 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:44 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:45 PM 
»1 2/1 6/2004 09:46 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:47 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:49 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:51 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:51 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:52 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:54 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:55 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:66 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:67 PM 
>>12/16/2004 09:59 PM 
>>12/16/2004 10:01 PM 
>>12/16/2004 10:02 PM 
>>12/16/2004 10:03 PM 
>>12/16/2004 10:04 PM 
>>12/16/2004 10:06 PM 
>>12/16/2004 10:07 PM 
>>12/16/2004 10:10 PM 
>>12/16/2004 10:11 PM 
>>12/16/2004 10:12 PM 
>>12/16/2004 10:14 PM 
>>12/16/2004 10:15 PM 
>>12/16/2004 10:16 PM 
>>12/16/2004 10:18 PM 
>>12/16/2004 10:18 PM 
>>12/16/2004 10:19 PM 
>>12/05/2005 10:02 PM 
>>06/10/2006 04:25 AM 
>>12/21/2004 06:48 AM 
>>03/26/2006 03:01 PM 


►>sebastien_rides_cock and shows his bummoa 


83,912,708 S5.mpg 

129,270,784 $8 (F)_3 Boys 12yrand 13yr.avi 
(F)_Boy 12yr and Man.avi 
122,227,017 sach.mpg 
5,869,275 sandrowan.mpg 
81,219,584 Santjago.avi 
4,568,064 Sashka OOO.avj 
4,139,008 Sashka 001.avi 
4,839,936 Sashka 002.avi 
4,571,136 Sashka 003.avj 
5,281,280 Sashka 004,avi 
4,539,904 Sashka 005.avi 
4,960,768 Sashka 006.avi 
4,840,448 Sashka 007.avi 

4.853.760 Sashka 009.avi 
5,177,344 Sashka 009a.avi 
4,857,856 sashka 010.avi 
4,975,616 Sashka 013.avi 
4,835,329 Sashka 015.avi 
4,847,104 Sashka 019.avi 
4,841,984 sashka 020.avi 
4,836,352 Sashka 021.avi 
4,850,688 Sashka 025.avi 
7,216,128 Sashka 027.avi 
4,819,968 Sashka 029.avi 
4,834,816 Sashka 030.avi 
4,977,152 Sashka 033.avi 
4,244,480 Sashka 034.avi 
4,658,176 Sashka 037.avi 
4,980,736 Sashka 040.avi 
4,682,752 Sashka 042.avj 
4,710,400 Sashka 043,avi 

4.835.840 sashka 044.avi 
4,815,872 Sashka 046.avj 

4.899.840 Sashka 047.avi 
4,719,616 Sashka 048.avi 
5,144,064 Sashka 049.avi 
4,628,992 Sashka 051.avi 
4,228.608 Sashka 052.avi 

152,780.800 SASHKA,avi 
97,713,250 Satisfaction_B12yo.avi 

629.760 savorcam01.avi 
1,192,960 


>>07/02/2006 01:25 PM‘ 
^>11/16/2006 11:43 PM 
>>06/05/2004 02:11AM 
>>12/28/2004 04:61 PM 
>>10/06/2004 10:48 PM 
>>03/05/2004 09:50 PM 
•>03/26/2004 04:17 AM 
•>11/30/2005 01:07 PM 


24,830,408 Secuencia4.avi 
1 ,534,464 slakforavi 
156,137,116 SGB01(-8.MPG 
80,784,616 Sgb17 (Strip Poker) .mpg 
86,248,032 Sgbie.mpg 
193,259,520 Showerboys_vol 3 B.avi 
1 ,032,192 shower_boys_clip3.mpg 
29,722,624 Spain B1.avi 


20/31 

Page 19 of 
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>>11/24/2005 11:47 PM 
>>09/12/2004 02:21 PM 
>>11/28/2005 04:18 AM 
>>12/21/2004 06:29 AM 
>>06/28/2004 03:11 PM 
>>12/01/2003 03:39 AM 
>>03/25/2003 09:29 PM 
>>11/22/2004 09:05 PM 
>>07/12/2006 11:53 PM 
>>05/30/2006 08:33 AM 
>>03/08/2004 09:22 PM 
>>05/20/2004 03:24 AM 
>>05/22/2004 01:32 AM 
>>02/04/2005 02:40 AM 
>>03/03/2004 11:21 PM 
>>03/03/2004 11:19PM 
>>11/29/2002 12:25 PM 


178,080,256 Spain K1.avi 
196,700,316 SpainOI (sO.mpg 
132,091,000 Spain02.mpg 
256,764,816 Spain03.mpg 
15,503,272 Spain04.mpg 
109,153,840 spainOe.mpg 
23,961,600 spankfriends.mpv 
24,162,308 spanky.mpg 
124,188,676 spitboy.mpg 
75,122,080 sp_keller_2.mpg 
27,916,023 ssukm.mpg 
306,335,330 St245#1_001 .mpg 
332,343,650 St245#1_004.mpg 
1,751,205 Steve 3(14s)f11+J.mpg 
1,918,608 steve-butt.avi 
2,045,120 $teve_eatcum,mpg 
26,269,592 Stevie (Man&Boy - Riding Daddy) 


»Man fucks 1 lyo boy [3ni].mpg 
>>03/03/2004 10:35 PM 8,427,672 Stevie 01,mpg 


>>01/22/2005 05:27 AM 
>>01/17/2005 07:33 PM 
>>03/03/2004 11:00 PM 
>>03/03/2004 11:12 PM 
>>03/03/2004 11:23 PM 
>>03/03/2004 11:03 PM 
>>03/03/2004 11:04 PM 
>>03/03/2004 10:50 PM 
>>06/26/2006 03:01 AM 
>>08/14/2004 07:48 PM 
>>03/21/2004 06:38 AM 
>>01/06/2005 05:37 AM 
>>12/20/2004 03:46 PM 
>>01/26/2005 08:15 AM 
»171.664,25e-.mpg 
>>08/20/2005 06:07 PM 
>>05/18/2006 11:13PM 
>>12/08/2005 03:51 AM 
>>07/03/2006 09:37 PM 
>>12/02/2003 07:30 PM 
>>06/08/2003 03:69 PM 
>>12/02/2005 08:23 PM 
>>12/01/2005 09:20 PM 


239^874,052 Stevie SF.mpg 
5,575,414 Stevle-RidnDadOl.mpg 
5,249,024 StevieBond02.mpg 
2,201,600 StevieBond03,mpg 
2,469,978 StevieGivnBJ02.mpg 
4,096,000 StevieJOOl .mpg 
2.716,648 steviejo03.mpg 
46,935,504 steviematic.mpg 
232,976,458 Swissboy04.avi 
1 37,834,496 swmmt2 l.mpg 
106,987,520 tch03m.mpg 
134,758,896 tch04m.mpg 
1 ,133,568 teebeutel.avi 

171,664,256 THAI 12y boy&Man parti (x10m) - 


577,980,256 Thai boys fucks man.mpg 
201 ,386,220 ThaiS.mpg 
212,476,348 thaifand 1 l.mpg 
533,210,204 Thailand 13-ManBoy.mpg 
112,000,532 thailandex 10 c.mpg 
1,714,011 THE BESTONE.mpeg 
442,623,163 The Big Game l.mpg 

11 480,198,299 TheBigGame2-PJK 

»co(lection.mpg 04/22/2003 05:12 PM 1,264,105 thomas moo 
>>09/15/2004 11:16 PM 75,891,188 Bme.wiw ^® 

164,030 Toblas.avl 

590.354.992 TP parti ofS.mpg 
554,131,456 tp part2of3.mpg 

623.600.992 TP2_PART1of3.MPG 
541,775,160 Tpj5art3of3.MPG 
24,780,800 Traz&Man.mpg 
25,226,659 Traz-boy Syo and dad.mpg 
16,890,878 Traz-new_anl.MPG 


>>12/24/2004 03:20 AM 
>>12/04/2005 04:07 AM 
>>11/14/2005 08:38 PM 
>>12/08/2006 05:18 AM 
>>12/06/2005 04:15 AM 
>>12/01/2003 07:49 PM 
>>11/13/2003 03:33 PM 
»1 1/05/2003 09:39 PM 
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>>11/28/2003 04:24 AM 
>>11/15/2003 07:28 PM 
>>11/28/2003 02:16 AM 
>>11/18/2005 09:13 PM 
»1 1/24/2005 09:39 PM 
>>12/22/2004 10:21 AM 
>>07/14/2006 03:32 PM 
>>11/30/2005 04:42 PM 
>>12/20/2004 04:16 PM 
>>07/12/2006 12:26 PM 
>>01/27/2005 02:34 PM 
>>06/1.1/2006 12:07 PM 
>>12/30/2004 06:09 PM 
>>08/21/2005 02:59 AM 
>>06/11/2006 01:68 PM 
>>06/11/2006 06:24 PM 
>>05/21/2004 12:47 AM 
»[dlYxJ.avj 12/20/2004 01:05 AM 
»(inc.).mpg 03/25/2003 09:34 PM 


8,184,880 TRA204.MPG 
4,443.629 TRAZ09.MPG 
33,810,928 traz1-xx9.mpg 
3,924,248 twist02[1J.avi 
157,812,740 two biondies.mpg 
1,461 ,420 TWO VERY YOUNG ONES.avl 
1 ,367.040 two_boys_1 1 &1 5_1 55(1 5s).mpg 
14,174,170 two^boys_1 1&1 5 all in one.mpg 
16,989,328 ty-jo-fui(.mpg 
186,963,480 T 149 3.mpg 
261.205.016 U-13.mpg 
4.971,352 un-01.avi 
41,373,696 unfuilOl.mpg 
99,777,519 unfull02.mpg 
20,966,156 unfullOS.mpg 
245,903,360 Unknown.mpg 
38,845,954 US young boys yahoo cam 
' 132,349,952 uvs021217-004 - 

15,785,698 u_004.mpg 


>>06/05/2006 06:18 AM 19.834,724 Vpole-3.mpg 

>>12/18/2004 09:38 PM 370,483,200 VMS 1.03.AVI 

»1 1/25/2003 08:49 PM 502.374,288 VHS 2_03 - (RF# 7 01 ) 
»10&1 1, 10yo tied up, wiped, s&m.mpg 
>>1^10/2003 09:26 AM 250,982,792 VHS2.7.mpg 
167.376,644 VHS5.15.mpg 
141 ,659,420 Vic - 12yo boy and his older 


Boys 


>>12/11/2003 05:04 PM 
>>11/17/2005 04:40 PM 
»friend.mpg 
>>06/11/2006 11:53 PM 
>>06/03/2006 08:18 PM 
>>11/15/2005 07:43 PM 
>>11/17/2005 01:34 AM 
>>11/26/2005 09:58 PM 
>>04/22/2006 11:49 PM 
>>12/20/2004 06:11 PM 
>>07/13/2006 03:02 AM 
>>07/13/2006 08:36 AM 


807,737,492 Video 2.mpg 
21,532,672 Video004Pauio12yo.avi 

48.756.851 Vintage S13.mpg 
88,240,092 Vintage S2.mpg 
81 ,837,336 Vintage S9.mpg 
50,283,452 Voca Me VCD.mpo 
229,332.563 W3.mpg 

<DIR> Warnings 

^ u • 46,202.880 Webcam - 12yo boy and 19yo boy 

»having sex (Sound 28Min 2005).wmv / 

02:01AM 8,417,000 Webseth 2.mpg 

1 7,663,488 WeeeBLACKsHow-2-wow.avi 
10,412,1 12 what is this.mpg 
3,535,392 WhyArabsThrowRocksril.mpeg 
55,892,200 x55-18.mpg 

14.229.852 x55-20(1).mpg 
216.070,540 X77-30.MPG 
53,815,156 X77^31,MPG 
127,212,524 X77-32.MPG 
31,621,120 X77-35,MPG 
29,956,096 X77-39.MPG 
55,968,902 y10yo boy undress his friend 

•>l3yo suck and fuck(1).mpg 

’>06/02/2004 12:40 AM 125,416,984 ygboyman.mpg 

’>01/02/2005 02:19 AM 26,609,800 yng - little boy's arse gets 


>>12/30/2004 01:12 PM 
>>11/06/2004 09:04 PM 
>>12/15/2003 12:00 AM 
>>07/13/2006 07:25 PM 
>>07/12/2006 03:28 PM 
>>07/12/2006 12:08 PM 
>>07/07/2006 01:01AM 
*>07/14/2006 07:00 AM 
*>07/12/2006 01:42 PM 
•>07/12/2006 03:56 PM 
•>12/23/2002 02:29 PM 
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»fijcked and oozes cum (s).mpg 

»1 1 /1 6/2005 1 1 :43 PM 90, 1 1 9,352 Young boy rape 2 times.mpg 

136,754,862 yves_5of-6.mpg 
227 ,41 1 ,968 Z 1 b-littie boy bondage 1 lyo 


100,722,692 z1 a little boy bodage has to 


>>12/20/2004 02:23 PM 
>>11/24/2003 10:20 PM 
»and men.mpg 

>>12/26/2002 10:10 PM 

»suck man cock - 1boy llyo and man.mpg 
»1 1/05/2003 08:04 PM 66,41 1 ,788 z1 c.mpg 

>>05/18/2006 11:42 PM 56,597,056 Z1c[11+].mpg 

>>01/27/2005 10:19 AM 154,225,918 zLIttle Ivan lOyo With Huge 
»Cock.mpg 12/21/2004 10:39 PM 214,173,167 zMartin Boy Reads 
»Maga 2 ine Then Gets Molested By Man.mpg 
>>12/24/2004 06:06 PM 29,001 ,768 ZZ 082 bt.avi 
>>06/03/2006 03:35 PM 51,055,000 ZZ-030.avi 

»1 1/28/2005 09:43 PM 64,473,624 ZZ-031- 2 boys + 2 girl 
»fuck.avi 12/01/2005 03:26 AM 98,552,344 Z2-034- 13+14yo boy 
»suck+fuck.avl 1 1/25/2005 04:31 AM 92,245,656 ZZ-035 13+14yo 
»boy fuck.avi 1 1/01/2003 01 :26 AM 84,007,768 ZZ-043- 8yo boy + 
»man Part 1 .avi 1 1/02/2003 03:05 PM 89,731 ,144 ZZ-044- 8yo boy 

»+ man Part 2.avi 1 1/1 8/2003 1 2:53 PM 68,997,944 ZZ-045- 2 1 3yo 
»Thal boys + man Part 1.avi 

»1 1 /25/2003 05:51 AM 93,1 95,624 ZZ-046- 2 13yo Thai boys + man 
»Part 2.avi, 

»1 1 /02/2003 09:08 PM 49,236,91 2 ZZ-049- 9yo boy + man Part 

»1 .avi 1 1/03/2003 07:45 PM 33,614,600 ZZ-050- 9yo boy + man 

»Part 2.avl 1 1/07/2003 07:47 PM 47,046,200 ZZ-051- 9yo boy + 

»man Part 3.avj 1 1/13/2003 03:59 PM 89,240,312 ZZ-052- 9yo boy 
»+ man Part 4.avi 1 1/09/2003 12:22 PM 27,436,440 ZZ-053- 9yo 
»boy + man Part 5.avi 1 2/04/2003 1 2: 1 6 PM 39,406, 1 52 ZZ-054 

»bb.avi 1 2/1 0/2003 02:39 PM 66,539,864 ZZ-062- 1 1 + 1 3yo boy 

»fuck.avi 07/1 3/2006 03:48 AM 52,642.664 ZZ-063- 13 + 1 5yo boy 

»fuck.avi 11/14/2003 04:39 PM 17,971,976 ZZ-071- 10 +11yo boys 

»fuck (17 971 976).avl 

54,457.144 ZZ-073 tt.avl 
32,075,656 ZZ-077- 3 1 lyo boys suck.avi 
31,039,352 22-078“ 3 12yo boys suck.avi 
30,270,632 2Z-079- 2 12yo boys fuck.avl 
71,867,384 ZZ-08 1-1 2+1 3+1 6B.avi 
23,841 ,896 ZZ-083 - ThaLb103p1 Man cums 


>>12/09/2003 03:10 PM 
>>11/20/2003 06:48 AM 
>>01/06/2005 12:35 AM 
>>11/14/2005 06:15 PM 
>>12/02/2005 01:04 PM 
>>11/22/2003 01:22 AM 
»in mouth boy.mpg 
>>11/20/2003 12:47 AM 
»896 440).avi 
>>03/15/2005 01:35 AM 
»896 440).mpg 


15,896,440 ZZ-064- 10 + 16yo boys fuck (15 
43,971 .998 ZZ-084- 10 + IByo boys fuck (15 


>>11/15/2003 02:14 AM 9,324,840 ZZ-084- 10 + 16yo boys fuck 
».avi 1 1/1 1/2003 05:53 AM 24,478,472 ZZ-085- man fuck 12yo Thai 

»boy.avi 11/18/2003 07:29 AM 14,086,760 ZZ-086-M+10B+10G avi 
>>01/09/2004 02:42 PM 65,326,504 ZZ-087- man fuck 10+1 lyo boys 


»Part l.avl 
>>11/05/2003 07:69 PM 
»Part 2.avi 

>>11/05/2003 11:27 PM 


72,106,152 ZZ-088- man fuck 10+1 lyo boys 
89,1 15,080 ZZ-089- man fuck 10+1 lyo boys 
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>>11/28/2005 04:50 AM 
>>02/06/2005 01:38 AM 
>>12/30/2004 09:09 PM 
>>11/17/2005 09:49 PM 
>>11/08/2003 08:53 PM 
>>11/25/2003 07:33 PM 
>>11/28/2003 03:51 PM 
>>12/11/2003 04:07 PM 


»Part 3.avi 

>>11/13/2003 07:43 PM 29,323 528 2Z-090 mtb aui 
»1 1/15/2003 09:08 PM 28 004 328 ^ u r. 
»2.avi 1 1/24/2003 08:04 AM 90,088,040 ZZ-092- 2 1 lyo bovs 
»man.av/ 1 1/25/2003 05:23 AM 16,588 712 ZZ-093-M-f-2Bi7 nui 

"USSliSS! 

»toy,avi 09/1 0/2003 0753 Am' 'sofsif,^ ZZ-tBT^ TOn 

»toy.avi,11/0»2003 12:49AM 52,813,832S^8-™nfi^13XS 

>>boy.avl 11/27/2005 12:27 PM 55,176,440 2Z-099- m^n J«Jl47o 

»boysinwood.avl11/12C003 12:50 PM 12,680,632^-100-^ 12m 
»boysuckman(12 680 632).avi ^ luu i 2 yo 

>Ml/l 2 »oh? ?f Jl Au ^-■'01- 13yo boy.avi 

»1 1/1 2/2003 1 1 :38 AM 32,547,208 ZZ-1 02- 1 2+1 3vo fiinJ 

>>01/29/2005 02:56 PM 21,621,608 ZZ-105- 3 boys suck /21 621 
»608).avl 11/24/2003 11:19PM 12,^8 568 22-^08^1 

»bed.avi 02^0/2006 02:23 AM 155,554,254 S-109 a^ ^ 

»11/24ffl003 09;02PM 85,984,424 ZZ-ilT-^” bed.avi 

24,049,448 2Z-114 2 14yo boys cum.avi 
48,981,080 ZZ-117(20m13s).avl 
62,983,432 ZZ-118- little boys suckavi 
16,191,016 ZZ-120- 2 l2yo boys fuck.avi 
25,129,528 ZZ-121- 12 + 13yo boys fiick.avi 
^r762,824 22-123- 13yo beach boy.avi 
1S.926,600ZZ-125mb-avi 

. ... — ^ ^ 53,922,024 ZZ-1 47- 2 15yo boys 

>>suck+fuck.avi 01/14/2005 07:22 AM 32.558.760 ZZ-164. 6 14yo 

»Thar boys cum.avl 1 1/09/2003 03:54 PM 18.403.384 ZZ-168- 2 
»1 2yo Japan boy + man.avi 1 1/1 8/2003 02:29 AM 1 7 37 a sea 

1 1/05/2003 07:34 PM ' 

>> 11/12^003 01:43 PM 

»PM^^’®®l 3 ^^B ?7 Part2.avl 11/18^1003 04:34 

>>1248 PM^'*^2i7b^‘/k ® 01/07/2006 

>>1i;i5/20“03 02^VpS®’®tlK2®i78^^ 

»man.avi 05/30/2003 02:47 AM 163.084.76oStS mw 
>>06/05/2006 12:22 PM 1 14.166.500 [I^B&dSSr^ 

»10yB^lk_w_dad^3 (10m56s).mpg ^a«-aaaTKj[serie] 

7,469,056 [1 von56.mpg 
03^006 03:26 AM 17,635,156 [5von56.Tpg 

>>06/05/2006 02:13 PM 22,585,228 r6von56 mpg 

>>12/28/2004 12:56 PM 67,094,528 

SSS StS 

:3KagESSS’Ka'’”“ 

^ 3"1 5yB2-jerkin,oral,anal](05rT)41 sl.mpg 1 2/01 /2005 
n [b)!!NEW-AngeI boy.mpg 06?03/2006 09:43 PM 

24,971,069 [b)!!NEW-MOV02005 boy assfk2.MPG 05/30/2006 02'37 
cl ^ !!NEW-Pedrinho8yAnal (completel , 1 0).avi 
*>03/14/2006 09:52 AM 46.909,263 Ib)INEW-MOV01894 boy assfk.MPG 
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>>06/05/2006 05:04 AM 
>>06/0.4/2006 03:45 AM 
»man).wmv 
>>05/30/2006 09:21 AM 
>>07/12/2006 10:49 PM 
>>07/14/2006 03:19 PM 
>>07/13/2006 01:34 AM 
>>06/04/2006 10:03 PM 
>>06/03/2006 12:16 PM 
>>06/11/2006 06:16 PM 
>>11/24/2005 08:36 PM 
>>12/03/2005 12:03 AM 
>>03/13/2006 03:29 PM 
>>12/02/2005 02:23 PM 
>>12/02/2005 11:37 AM 
>>06/05/2006 04:42 PM 
>>12/02/2005 01:23 PM 
>>11/13/2005 04:54 AM 
>>11/28/2005 02:08 PM 


102,315,712 [B] ,9von56.mpg 
26.926.250 [B] BETO 2 (13y boy fucked by 

44,104,998 [BJ Bjg&Lfttle02.mpg 
30,661 ,664 [B] c&tl.mpg 
10,619,912 [B] c&t2.mpg 
119,674,880 [B] gboys-cap-07.avi 
13,364,964 [B] go.mpg 
26,917.004 [B] J J7.mpg 
12,681,653(6] J lay.mpg 
133,302,316 (B] K99 - Dutch Boys 1.MPG 
20,960, 1 36 [B] OurFirstTimeVidOl of27,AVI 
10,389,896 [B] OurFirstTlmeVid02of27.AVI 
1,493,672 [B] OurFirstTfmeVid08of27.AV( 
27,772,652 [B] OurFirsmme\/id20of27.AVI 
21,830,632 [B] OurF[rstTimeVld22of27.AV| 
9,815,560 [B] OurFjrstTimeVld27of27.AVI 


49,875,115 [B] P101-ma2by.rnpg 
18,997,252 [B] private 
»MyLittleCousin2.mpg 07/13/2006 05:12 AM 160,915.828 [B] 
»2-mulb.mpg 07/06/2006 06:18 AM 158,138,368 (B] 4netteBoys.mpg 
>>07/02/2006 12:39 PM 33,232,642 [B] Big&Little01 .mpg 
156,097,330 [B] ksBalonbyl 1 .avi 
300,195,728 [B] NF_vid_10 Tuck and Kom.mpg 
1 1 ,568,872 [danny&sean] 


>>07/04/2006 12:29 PM 
>>07/04/2006 12:41 AM 
>>06/05/2006 04:54 PM 
danny07_suck_Sean1 1 
»(01 m06s).mpg 


>>07/04/2006 03:53 PM 519,381,464 [rtaiiansex][serie] ITALIAN_SEX 
»[cute.boy 1 0y-1 4y](4gm45s}.mpg 

>>07/13/2006 12:26 AM 2,440,600 [JustinsFriends] - 15yo Justin 
»Berry and Steve 03 - Steve fucks Justin.avi 
>>07/14/2006 03:19 AM 6,594,560 [ManFkByJMan fks 

»boy_03[Mb1 Oyj.avl 07/1 4/2006 02:05 AM 5,664,768 [ManFkByjMan 
»fks boy_1 OIMbI OyJ.avi 07/03/2006 1 1 :55 AM 5,496.832 
»[ManFkBy]Man fks boy J 1 [Mb10yJ.avi 03/26/2006 06:22 AM 
>>5,482,01 1 [MB] Mb6a.mpg 03/13/2006 12:26 AM 26,758,848 [MB] 
»1 1 PCDV0005.AV1 1 2/04/2005 03:02 AM 30,500,236 [MB] 1 1d AVI 
>>05/31/2006 03:01 AM 15,040,512 [MB] 2von56,mpg 

>>06/04/2006 07:01 AM 51,258,112 [MB] Benjamin 11a.AVI 

>>06/05/2006 02:00 PM 265,609,216 [MB] 

»Fllm_A_0bl(Boy12yo-man).mpg 12/07/2005 07:13 PM 9,998,336 
»[MB] jimspeclalpriv.avi 07/04/2006 1 2:40 AM 1 1 7,856,580 [MB] 

»ksBino1 0&Man_part02.avi 06/03/2006 05:22 AM 6, 1 61 .754 [MB] 

»Plcture_035(re).avi 06/03/2006 08:41 PM 6,072,978 [MB] 
»picture_036(re).avi 05/30/2006 06:31 PM 1 3,441 ,302 [MB] 
»plcture_037.avi 1 1/30/2005 01 :26 AM 16,149,756 [MB] 
»Plcture_040.avi 12/06/2005 09:47 PM 17,072,002 [MB] 

»Picture__041 .avi 1 1/30/2005 03:20 AM 5,1 77,922 [MB] 

»Plcture_043 [07yB+man-suckln] (09s).avl 

>>07/09/2006 08:43 PM 2,31 1 ,484 [MB] preteen boy eating 

»cum!!!.mpg 06/04/2006 10:40 PM 40,972,288 [MB] [b) 

»Pierino11y Italy WithFriendAndHiddenCam,avi 
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>>12/29^004 02 Je AM 2i??i' 

>> 16^168 02:57 AM 

>>OOT5;2oS6™fS’^ 

f f 01 /18/2005 01 :27 AM 124, ^66 25^1 ^ ^“'■'^''^*^''"®VidOSol27.AV( 



41,304,452 [WC-BJ 3 Boys 12,13,14 yo - 
38.063,104 [WC-B] 3 Boys 12.13,14 yo - 

«ni12boyssuck(lul0.avi 


::Ser(f4rfo;:“p. 

‘WC-BJ 3 Boys 12.13.14 yo - 

>>11/29/2005 02:09 PM 
»part 3 - 044.mpg 
>>11/19/2005 02:46 PM 
»part4 - 045.aYi 
>>11/29/2005 07:07 PM 

>>nh5^.^r 545.368.068- 

]papanJ[prlvateN1JtV963014] 

>> m0^"®^®24™3S9!3M'f?5777f^ 

"^1 1^1^003 0B:15 AM 469.3M8^ 

07:50 AM 

•>Seasofi - 1 lyo boy's first tiiroj’mM®^ ■..S.®.IZ 2 <G (JP^joy) (Brillianf 
>?i/Q/C?E?”N?E— ?j=“'r2R?u D t -I s:* 

12/10/2003 04:57 PM 

>372.'7e9.'600 Wgf i^ 2 (i?A^i!L^?^ cTy? S-FO J 

>^10a003 01:06 am' 4^ Byr’ 

srs'sf’-^t«/ss.“ 

04:43 AM .543,160,632 

11/27/2005 10 ‘36 AM 

"02R?@?.-''N'^D (Still).mpg 07/14/2006 01:07 PM 
>506,048,51 6 "0ZR?@?nVW?,‘,A:, ,«,l%oS' ? 

05:43 AM 

* 698,349,572 "0ZR?@?r?ry'gYSYYY?,?,y.i.U (stiil),mpg 
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>>12/02/2003 01:11 PM 407,135,440 ® ' ' ’ 

»”0ZR?@," (g)?fOa?j.nipg 01/06/2003 07-39 pm 

»{m)?77?7?7777777?777??7m'.mpg 
» 992 File(s) 11 6, 726,627,379 bytes 

» 3Dlr(s) 45,435,666,432 bytes free 

Uncensored , 100% Anonymous, S 

> Only! 


► Reply 


Google. Home - Term^pf SeryLcg - Privacy Policy 

©2006 Google 
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Index Classicjndex Postja New Message Archjve FAQ 

My Time At The Kindergarten 

^ ;^^-If«oD^^urday, September 2 2006 at 05;22:22pm 

“ now over, it waa almost 

two months that i was there and i made a lot experience, of which some is 
very mterestmg regarding child love. Here's the stuff that i experiaiced: 

1. THE ONES WHO SUPPOSEDLY KNOW BEST CONFESS IT 

^ colleagues said something that each i tried to memorize having 
he»d It ^m someone who has worked with children for years. There 
to one kmdergarto teacher who was at the same time my boss. She was 
^mg to me^ut some stuff, because she was asking me if i want to 
wntmue woriemg there because the 'test-period' was over, and she told me 
tof sbf M (who obviously was all over me for everyone to see) 

that I shodd, if such is the case (also for other girls), distract fiom my ^ 
person to mvolve her into some games or stuff, but anyw^ in 

^ ® handsome yoimg man so flie 

gtrls can tove real on you!". And there was this oH^inte^ 

^ “n*® mother about some of the kids being 'in 
love vnth each other, we all know these fects of course toy® 

. SS'Xtolf ft- 


2. HELL YEA GIRLS ARE SEXUAL 

Since M a risky j^rson regarding child love i was really planmmr to 
somethii^ should happen, but even though., in the wto i was 

OTfyg^g to know the girls a little and didn’t really try Umake 
anything happen there were so many girls who just OBVIOtlSLY haA 
crashes on me. and also they were becoming sexual, to one of mv fiiends 

toTV Ih ^ probably know those things fiom othw peopte 

and TV and they are curious to want to by them outlo.. i 

to to to^uld observe behaviOTS to suggest that the girftos not 
know to fiom anywhere (besides the things to they do know fiom TVl 

sexual stuff to smpnsed even me. and i decided to do nothing and let 

httn://wuirw.linnfllv>llpiar1s ri0f-/macsaa«a«/ls£'7no/: Ui 
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of • ““ so many girls who tried to become 

«oc>,T “ way a mean person so i didn't want to hook un 

^cqjt for me bemg a person she likes [at least sexually]), and there was 

KS ^dT i iS to h^'® TtS 

beSTtotfsrTera*^ althoughi usedto 

3, ADULTS' BEST WEAPON 

^n't thi^ My of the adults knew what was going on with me. thouah a 
to were looking at me m a strange w^. but however they totally fig^ 

^l^otr* !r® °“ r* and it was sometjes S 

teachers OT one of ^ parents), it seems like embaiassment is the best 
w^on th^have (much more effective than threatettoor^s^entt 

n^dicapped people need] and realizing that, i think what we mn 

f embaxassment.. also because thqr have a right to know the truth. 

4. GIRLS DON’T GO FOR GIFTS 

^ ^ someone on the forum sayine to 

1 T •™““« <» »''a a present to a giri if £ i 

would hook up wift her but i decided to do it anyways, so i gavfthem to 


littD;//www.annabelIeiph.nf;t/mf«canoo/'3A'7ooss l*. 
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^ Wds ^ before thq. aU would go home (on the last day i was 
’'“ppened. contrary to what people say, the girls 
fodn t like me more then, and they were NOT becomfog more sexnaf^ 

™ Z ^ ideas ^ a 

th^^ ^ able to be a fiiend to them, and that was 

'i'a^ter- but there was not even one child that 
liked me more because i gave that present, of counse you couldn’t fool them 

^out real love and not about material, money, cars., so i always rejected 
that ^^ent but here’s the prove, then again a gift <L ^ 

specif for a child, but it doesn't need to be of great mateiM value at ^if 
y u pick a stone om of the pebble that looks special and give it to the child 
” usually gets the message, and thafs exactly the 

^y cfoldrenm^e presets, some ofthe girls would draw a picture ilid 

Z “®uzing how much there’s behind it. it’s like., 

art! but no., idont think one could make such aldnd of present and maybe 

s. GIRLS PLAYING WITH THEIR VAGINAS 

Lmnrt sure, maybe 70'%, since i was only wcafcing ihere for 

mZhlT’ * “dc if i had worked there for a couple of 

^nths longer rt h^ ^n observed that there is a connection betwerai 
of love and playmg with the vagina, because even the ones who 

f^nntort/ ® ^ i"® “Ot sure if 

momZif”* is »lely sexual experience [or at least in that 

momwt]) seemed to be much likelier to pl^ with their vaginas in times 

te cfoldien do ^ a connection between liking somebody and touching 
they wouldn't tend to kiss and hi4 their parenlf 
to «s the same fwhaving crushes, or failing in love^^ se^. but just 
m teps of etodence , if you will, it would be interesting to hear soma's 
opuuon who has worked in the field for a longer period. 


Some of you now probably wonder if i did hook rqs then, but no i didn’t 
fJZrr iu*«Ui8«>‘ girl that i had a crush on and that 

1 foought might be ^ one for me. and she totaUy had a crush back on me. 
but there was one kindergarten teacher who was very, aware and concerned 
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of the girls falling in love with me. and she was talking to the girl once 
when she was again trying to tickle my penis, since that moment the girl 
almost completely stopped being romantic to me. she still had a crush on 
me but obviously suppressed it. she never told me what exactly it was that 
the kmdergarten teacher said to her but it appeared to be something scary 
so before 1 could figure out what to do my time there was over. :[ maybe i 
meet her in town some day. 



Follow ups: 


* Kindergarten - Love2nall Saha-day. September 2 2006 at 

• Uh - . ..ithiffik this violates FAQ - Todd Saturday, September 2 2006 at 07:I0'57pm f9) 

o tyou stULa mod, Maricaba? - I*Love*G«e«*01iv.s 

September 2 2006 at 07:33:06pm (8) 

! Saturday. September 2 2006 at 08:52:3Spm ( 0 ) 

■ ^ntyoustiU amod, Markaba?- nihU aeturnins 

September 2 2006 at 08:23:1 tpm (5) ” 


Tlttn'/Zwiamr etnnaholln'irrti 

Mr. Whitfield. Thank you, Mr. Eichenwald. And, Dr. Hernandez, 
you are recognized for 5 minutes for your opening statement. 

Dr. Hernandez. Good morning, Mr. Chairman, and members of 
the subcommittee. I appreciate the opportunity to appear before you to 
discuss a variety of issues regarding the sexual exploitation of children 
over the Internet as it pertains to the Bureau of Prisons. The BOP made a 
commitment to the psychological treatment of sexual offenders in 1990 
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when the population of sex offenders in the Bureau of Prisons 
represented less than 1 percent of all Federal inmates. Since that time, 
the proportion of sex offenders has more than doubled. Today, the 
population of sex offenders in the BOP is well over 12,000. This figure 
includes those serving a term of confinement due to a sexual offense and 
those with a prior history of sexual offending. A significant number of 
sex offenders in Federal custody are convicted of Internet-related sexual 
offenses. 

The Sex Offender Treatment Program or SOTP was established in 
1990 at the Federal Correctional Institution in Butner, North Carolina, 
but it was substantially revised and reorganized in 1997. It is a 1 12-bed 
voluntary residential therapeutic program that employs cognitive- 
behavioral and relapse prevention techniques to treat and manage male 
sexual offenders. The primary goal of the SOTP is to help offenders 
manage their sexual deviance in an effort to reduce sexual recidivism. 
The treatment program encourages its participants to change their 
criminal lifestyle and to become honest, responsible, and law-abiding 
citizens with effective self-control skills. 

Since its inception, the SOTP has treated several hundred child 
pornography offenders. The vast majority of sex offenders in the SOTP 
are individuals convicted of possession, receipt, distribution, and 
transportation of child pornography. The most common medium of 
receipt and distribution among inmates in the SOTP is the Internet. Over 
the course of my 10 years of clinical work with federally-convicted sex 
offenders in the SOTP, I have observed that in the course of treatment 
many child pornography offenders admit to unreported sexual crimes, 
many of which include multiple sexual contacts with the victims. I 
believed it was important to record this information and share it with the 
treatment professionals and researchers in this area of practice in order to 
spark the interest of the scientific and treatment communities to study 
this emerging population of sex offenders. 

In November 2000, I presented a poster at the annual conference of 
the Association for the Treatment of Sexual Abusers in San Diego. This 
poster summarized archival data from 90 inmates who had been treated 
in the SOTP. Of that group, 62 were convicted of Internet-related sexual 
offenses. These included the possession and distribution of child 
pornography, as well as the interstate travel with the intent to sexually 
abuse a minor. At the time of sentencing, the group of 62 Internet sex 
offenders were known to have committed contact sexual offenses against 
a total of 55 victims. 

Following treatment, the same group disclosed committing contact 
sexual crimes against an additional 1,379 victims. In a subsequent 
analysis, I removed the offenders convicted of interstate travel with the 



65 


intent to sexually abuse a minor from the group of 62 offenders. This 
yielded 55 child pornography offenders. The rate of contact sexual 
offenses recorded after treatment among this group was 80 percent. The 
dramatic increase of previously unreported sexual offenses among the 62 
offenders I treated was interesting and worthy of continued observation 
and study. As a result, I have continued to record the incidence of self- 
reported contact sexual criminality among Internet sex offenders in the 
SOTP. The patterns I have observed more recently are consistent with 
those reported in the 2000 poster. 

I must stress, however, that the population of inmates in the SOTP is 
not representative of the entire population of sex offenders in the BOP. 
While the 2000 and 2006 analyses reveal similar patterns, they represent 
heuristic observations and the basis for hypothesis testing which must be 
followed by rigorous scientific studies. I am hopeful that the Bureau of 
Prisons and other researchers will be in a position in the future to provide 
you with a sound scientific basis for policy making regarding Internet 
sex offenders. 

The state of knowledge with respect to Internet child pornography 
offenders is in its infancy. My observations of the offenders described 
above who participated in the SOTP indicate that these Internet child 
pornography offenders are far more dangerous to society than we 
previously thought. But I caution the law enforcement community and 
others against generalizing beyond the offenders who were the subjects 
of my treatment interviews. I urge the professional and scientific 
community to attend to this understudied group of offenders. Chairman 
Whitfield, this concludes my formal statement. I would be pleased to 
answer any questions you or other members of the subcommittee may 
have. 

[The prepared statement of Dr. Hernandez follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Dr. Andres Hernandez, Director, Bureau of Prisons’ Sex 
Offender Treatment Program, Federal Bureau of Prisons, U.S. Department of 

Justice 

Good Morning Chairman Whitfield and Members of the Subeommittee. I appreeiate 
the opportunity to appear before you today to diseuss a variety of issues regarding the 
sexual exploitation of ehildren over the Internet as it pertains to the Federal Bureau of 
Prisons (BOP). I serve as the Direetor of the Sex Offender Treatment Program in Butner, 
North Carolina. I have held this position sinee 1997. Prior to my employment with the 
Bureau of Prisons, I worked as an Assistant Professor for the Department of Psyehiatry 
and Behavioral Seienees at Baylor College of Medieine, where I also eompleted an 
internship and post-doetoral fellowship speeializing in the evaluation and treatment of 
sex offenders. I have worked in the field of sex offender treatment sinee 1992. 

The BOP made a eommitment to the psyehologieal treatment of sex offenders in 
1990, when the population of sex offenders in the Bureau of Prisons represented less than 
1% of all federal inmates. Sinee that time, the proportion of sex offenders has more than 
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doubled. Today, the population of sex offenders in the BOP is over 12,000. This figure 
ineludes those serving a term of eonfinement due to a sex offense and those with a prior 
history of sexual offending. A signifieant number of sex offenders in federal eustody are 
eonvieted of Internet-related sexual offenses. 

As the federal sex offender population has inereased, the BOP expanded the 
treatment eapaeity somewhat. Today, the Sex Offender Treatment Program (SOTP) has 
112 beds at the Federal Correetional Institution (FCI) in Butner, North Carolina. The Sex 
Offender Management Program (SOMP), established in 2003 at the Federal Medieal 
Center in Devens, Massaehusetts, serves nearly 400 sex offenders by providing risk 
assessment and management serviees. Consistent with reeently enaeted legislation, the 
BOP is aetively working to expand sex offender serviees by implementing additional 
SOMPs and SOTPs, as well as a forensie evaluation serviee. 

Overview of the Sex Offender Treatment Program at FCI Butner, NC 

The Sex Offender Treatment Program was established in 1990 at FCI Butner, North 
Carolina, but it was substantially revised and reorganized in 1997. It is a voluntary, 
residential therapeutie program that employs eognitive-behavioral and relapse prevention 
teehniques to treat and manage male sexual offenders. The primary goal of the SOTP is 
to help offenders manage their sexual devianee in an effort to reduee sexual reeidivism. 
The treatment program eneourages its partieipants to ehange their eriminal lifestyle and 
beeome honest, responsible, and law-abiding eitizens with effeetive self-eontrol skills. 
Inmates in the program are assigned to approximately 1 5 hours of treatment aetivities per 
week. They are eneouraged to partieipate in aetivities and programs that promote 
personal growth and development outside of the SOTP sueh as edueation and voeational 
training. The SOTP is divided into seven phases. Phase I orients the inmate to the SOTP, 
introduees him to treatment eoneepts, and begins the proeess of psyehosexual evaluation, 
whieh ineludes phallometrie assessment (i.e., penile plethysmography) and polygraph 
examination. Phase II involves treatment planning, assignment to therapy groups, and 
psyehoedueational programming. In Phase II through VI, the inmate partieipates in group 
therapy and psyehoedueation foeusing on 1) Vietim Impaet Awareness, 2) Criminal 
Thinking and Cognitive Distortions, 3) Communieation Skills and Confliet Resolution, 4) 
Emotional Self-Regulation, 5) Management of Deviant Sexual Arousal, 6) Relationship 
and Intimaey Skills, 7) Vietim Empathy Enhaneement, and 8) Relapse Prevention. Phase 
VII involves Community Reintegration and Release planning. 

Overview of the population of sex offenders in the SOTP 

The population of inmates in the SOTP is not representative of the entire population 
of sex offenders in the BOP. It represents a unique group of offenders with the following 
general eharaeteristies: 1) they have volunteered to partieipate in treatment and aeeept 
some degree of responsibility for their erimes; 2) speak English; 3) are not severely 
mentally ill; 4) do not have detainers or pending eharges that would affeet their release to 
the eommunity; and 5) do not have a history of negative institutional adjustment. The 
vast majority of the inmates in the SOTP are highly edueated, and have marketable job 
skills. These eharaeteristies, and their willingness to volunteer for treatment are not 
typieal of all sex offenders in the BOP. 

Sinee its ineeption in 1990, the SOTP has treated several hundred ehild pornography 
offenders. The vast majority of sex offenders in the SOTP are individuals eonvieted of 
Possession, Reeeipt, Distribution, and Transportation of Child Pornography. The most 
eommon medium of reeeipt and distribution among inmates in the SOTP is the Internet. 

Over the eourse of my ten years of elinieal work with federally eonvieted sex 
offenders in the SOTP, I have observed that in the eourse of treatment many ehild 
pornography offenders admit to unreported sexual erimes, many of whieh inelude 
multiple sexual eontaets with the vietims. I believed it was important to reeord this 
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information and share it with treatment professionals as well as researehers in this area of 
praetiee, to spark the interest of the seientifie and treatment eommunities to study this 
emerging population of sex offenders. 

The ATS A Poster Presentation 

In November 2000, 1 presented a poster at the annual eonferenee of the Assoeiation 
for the Treatment of Sexual Abusers (ATSA) in San Diego, California, entitled “Self- 
Reported Contaet Sexual Offenses by Partieipants in the Federal Bureau of Prisons’ Sex 
Offender Treatment Program: Implieations for Internet Sex Offenders.” This poster 
summarized arehival data from 90 inmates who had been treated in the SOTP. Of that 
group, 62 were eonvieted of Internet-related sexual offenses. These ineluded the 
possession and distribution of ehild pornography, as well as interstate travel with the 
intent to sexually abuse a minor (/.e., “travelers”). At the time of senteneing, the group of 
62 Internet sex offenders were known to have eommitted eontaet sexual offenses against 
a total of 55 vietims. Following treatment, the same group diselosed eommitting eontaet 
sexual erimes against an additional 1,379 vietims. Only 42 pereent of the offenders were 
known to be eontaet sexual eriminals at the time of senteneing; following treatment, 76 
pereent reported eontaet sexual erimes, an inerease of 34%. In a subsequent analysis, I 
removed the “traveler” offenders from the group of 62 subjeets. This yielded 55 ehild 
pornography offenders. The rate of eontaet sexual offending reeorded after treatment 
among this group was 80 pereent. 

The dramatie inerease of previously unreported sexual offenses among the 62 
offenders I treated was interesting and worthy of eontinued observation and study. As a 
result, I have eontinued to reeord the ineidenee of self-reported eontaet sexual eriminality 
among Internet sex offenders in the SOTP. The patterns I have observed more reeently 
are eonsistent with those reported in the 2000 poster. 

Reeently I have reviewed and summarized my observations regarding a seeond 
group of offenders who partieipated in the SOTP. The group eonsisted of 155 men who 
were eonvieted of Internet ehild pornography possession and/or distribution. Again, I 
eompared the number of eontaet sexual offenses that were known to the eriminal justiee 
system upon senteneing with those reported over the eourse of treatment in the SOTP. At 
the time of senteneing, 115 (74%) subjeets had no doeumented hands-on vietims. Forty 
(26%) had known histories of abusing a ehild via a hands-on sexual aet. The number of 
vietims known at the time of senteneing by the 155 subjeets was 75. Following treatment, 
the inmates diselosed perpetrating eontaet sexual erimes against another 1,702 vietims. 
Eighty-five pereent of the inmates were in faet eontaet sexual offenders, eompared to 
only 26 pereent known at the time of senteneing. Thus, both groups of Internet ehild 
pornography offenders treated in the SOTP ineluded a signifieant proportion (i.e., 80% to 
85%) of offenders who perpetrated eontaet sexual erimes. These findings are eonsistent 
with my elinieal experienee treating Internet sex offenders for the past ten years. 

While the 2000 and 2006 analyses reveal similar patterns, they represent heuristie 
observations and the basis for hypothesis testing whieh must be followed by rigorous 
seientifie studies. I am hopeful that Bureau of Prisons and other researehers will be in a 
position in the future to provide you with a sound seientifie basis for making poliey 
deeisions regarding internet sex offenders. 

While the relationship between eontaet sexual eriminality and Internet ehild 
pornography offenders is an important area of seientifie inquiry, there are many other 
questions that remain unanswered. Among these are: 1) what are the proteetive faetors 
that keep some Internet ehild pornography offenders from perpetrating eontaet sexual 
erimes; 2) what are the psyehologieal, soeial, teehnologieal and other faetors that 
faeilitate sexual offending among Internet offenders; 3) are there different types of ehild 
pornography offenders; and 4) does Internet ehild pornography ereate sexual devianee 
among the viewers or eonsumers. These and many other questions need to be the foeus of 
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discussion, debate, and research among the scientific, professional, and law enforcement 
community. 


Effectiveness of sex offender treatment 

With respect to treatment outcome, the BOP has been studying the effectiveness of 
the SOTP. The results of this research are not available at this time. This is a long-term 
endeavor that will take several years to complete. However, while the effectiveness of the 
SOTP at FCI Butner remains to be proven, there is a growing body of scientific literature 
suggesting that treatment is effective in reducing the risk of recidivism. It appears that 
cognitive -behavioral and psychopharmacological treatments have the strongest effect. 
The SOTP employs these methodologies. 

Closing 

The state of knowledge with respect to Internet child pornography offenders is in its 
infancy. My observations of the 217 offenders described above who participated in the 
SOTP indicate that these Internet child pomographers are far more dangerous to society 
than we previously thought. But, I caution the law enforcement community and others 
against generalizing beyond the offenders who were the subjects of my treatment 
interviews. I urge the professional and scientific community to attend to this understudied 
group of offenders. 

Chairman Whitfield, this concludes my formal statement. I would be pleased to 
answer any questions you or other Members of the Subcommittee may have. 

Mr. Whitfield. Thank you, Dr. Hernandez. We appreciate your 
testimony. At this time, I would like to recognize Dr. Anna Carol Salter 
for her 5 -minute opening statement, and we appreciate her being with us 
this morning. 

Dr. Salter. I am very happy to be here. I am a psychologist in 
Madison, Wisconsin, and I have assessed and treated sex offenders since 
the mid-80s for over 20 years. I was asked to introduce myself briefly. I 
have written three academic books on sex offenders. Treating Child Sex 
Offenders and Victims: A Practical Guide, in 1988. I also wrote 
Transforming Trauma, Understanding and Treating Adult Survivors of 
Child Sexual Abuse in 1995. In 2003 I wrote Predators: Pedophiles, 
Rapists, and Other Sex Offenders: Who They Are, How They Operate, 
and How We Can Protect Ourselves and Our Children. Currently, I 
work half time for the Department of Corrections in Wisconsin. I also do 
civil commitment evaluations for sex offenders in the State of Iowa and 
sometimes other States. I have done trainings for mental health 
professionals, judges, clinicians, prison staff, et cetera. I have trained in 
46 States and 10 countries. 

Now for my testimony today, I decided to submit a video of a sex 
offender describing the grooming techniques that he uses to ingratiate 
himself with victims and to fool their parents. I did that because it is my 
belief that my committee has probably heard from many more 
professionals than they have from offenders, and the offenders are really 
the experts on how they get access to children. No one speaks more 
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powerfully than they do. The interview that I conducted was done in a 
State prison. Permissions were obtained from the prison officials to 
approach the offenders. The offenders were asked if they wanted to 
participate. They were told that the film would not be used to help them 
and it would not be used to hurt them either, and that they would be 
anonymous in the sense that I wouldn’t release information about their 
identities. 

With those simple protections in place really the only thing I 
promised is that I wouldn’t give out information about their identities, it 
was amazing how many offenders wanted to talk about how they 
accessed children. I am sure that the committee saw the sparkle in Joe’s 
eyes when he talked about it. There is a great deal of joy in many 
offenders. There is also a great deal of duke and delight. I think that the 
offender that you saw fooling the parents was probably more exciting 
than actually molesting the children. I think if you did see the video, you 
also saw how sophisticated the grooming techniques can be, and you can 
tell just from watching this man how well he could present if he chose to. 

You might be interested in what happened after the film was made. 
He was released from prison. He relocated to a city in the State he was 
in, and one day he walked into a church and said to the minister. Father, 
do you take ex-cons? This was after the service. The minister said, well, 
if they are truly repentant, we do. And Joe said, oh, I am. Father, I am. I 
was in prison for passing a cold check, which was a lie. He was in prison 
for child molestation. And while I was there I found Jesus. I was dyed 
in the blood of the lamb, and I had hymns that I dearly loved, and I knew 
what whatever church was playing that hymn on Sunday morning, that 
was a sign from God that that was the church for me, and. Father, you 
were playing that hymn. 

So the minister took him in and he very quickly took over the 
children’s choir. He was a professional musician. In any case, 
eventually the authorities caught up with him. He had offered for the 
minister to call the prison and he had given him the name of the prison, 
but because he offered the minister hadn’t done so thinking he must be 
legitimate. Sooner or later a parent wondered why there was a felon 
running the children’s choir and asked what they knew about him, and 
then they did call the prison. When they caught up with him, it turned 
out he was operating in two churches at the same time. And the second 
minister said we thought he was legitimate. You see, he had this hymn 
that he dearly loved and we were playing that hymn on Sunday morning. 

In talking about Joe and in showing that film, however, I don’t mean 
to imply that all sex offenders can’t be treated. I don’t think treatment, 
frankly, is going to do much good for Joe and it hasn’t in the past. But 
the reality is that a recent meta-analysis showed that we can get about a 
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40 percent reduction in re-offending through treatment. Forty percent 
isn’t ideal, but it is a tremendous boom to victims. It means a lot fewer 
victims out there. The only group that we can’t seem to get a reduction 
with are psychopath offenders who don’t have a conscience. 

I will also say to you that I am not optimistic about educational 
programs for parents. I find that the average person cannot distinguish 
between likeability and trustworthiness and some of these offenders are 
extremely, extremely likeable. I simply find that likeability will override 
even a criminal record of child molestation any day of the week. And 
that is really all I have for my opening statement. 

[The prepared statement of Dr. Salter follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Dr. Anna Carol Salter, Psychologist 


My name is Anna Salter and I am a psychologist specializing in the area of 
sex offender assessment and treatment. I received my Ph.D. in Clinical 
Psychology and Public Practice from Harvard in 1978, and I have worked in the 
field of sex offender assessment and treatment for approximately 20 years. 

I have written three academic books on sex offenders and their victims; 
Treating Child Sex Offenders: A Practical Guide (1988), Transforming Trauma: 

A Guide to Understanding and Treating Adult Survivors of Child Sexual Abuse 
(1995), and Predators: Pedophiles, Rapists and Other Sex Offenders. Who 
They Are, How They Operate and How We Can Protect Ourselves and Our 
Children (2003). In addition, I have produced two video-tapes: Truth, Lies and 
Sex Offenders and Sadistic and Nonsadistic Sex Offenders: How They Think, 
What They Do. Both have been widely used to train professionals. Finally, I 
also write mysteries, designed not only to entertain but to provide a more 
accurate picture of both sex offenders and victims for the general public. My 
latest mystery, Prison Blues, was nominated for an Edgar Allen Poe award. 

Currently, I work half time for the Wisconsin Department of Corrections. I 
also do sexual predator exams for civil commitment of sex offenders in Iowa and 
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sometimes other states. I testify in legal cases involving sex offenders, and I 
train throughout the country and abroad. I have trained clinicians, police, judges, 
correctional staff, probation and parole agents, mental health professionals, child 
protection workers and others in forty-six states and ten countries. In 1997 I won 
the Significant Achievement Award from the Association for the Treatment of 
Sexual Abusers. This is given to one person in the field each year, either in this 
country or abroad. 

For my testimony today, I elected to show a brief excerpt of an interview 
with a sex offender describing the process he goes through when he decides to 
molest a child. This process includes methods of seducing the child and ways of 
fooling his parents. It was my belief that the committee has no doubt had a great 
deal of testimony from professionals, but likely far less contact with the offenders 
themselves. No one speaks as powerfully about the process of child seduction 
and parental deception as the offenders do. 

This interview was done In a state prison. Permission was obtained from 
the prison officials at that site to approach the offenders and ask If they would be 
willing to be interviewed on camera for a training film. “Joe”^ gave his permission 
and signed a written consent form. It specified that I may use the film for 
educational purposes, but he did not give his permission for me to use the film on 
TV therefore I requested that it not be filmed today. It also specified that he 
would be anonymous on film, and that I would not release Information about his 
Identity or whereabouts. 


^ This is a pseudonym. 
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In this video, Joe describes sophisticated for techniques for gaining the 
child’s trust and for keeping the parents suspicion down. In other parts of the 
interview, which I am not showing for brevity’s sake, he admits that he had as 
many as a hundred boy victims. Most of the parents of these children were so 
convinced that he was a good person, and certainly not a child molester, that 
when he was arrested they supported him. Many would not let their own children 
be interviewed by police and some continued to write him in prison. 

After this film was completed Joe was released from prison and relocated 
to a city in the same state. He approached a minister after service In a church 
one Sunday, asking him if his church took ex-cons. The minister replied that they 
did, so long as the ex-con was truly repentant. Joe replied that he was, that he 
had been imprisoned for passing a “cold check." Of course, Joe had actually 
been imprisoned for child molestation. He also told the minister that he had 
discovered Christ while in prison and that he read the bible every day. There 
was a hymn that he dearly loved, he said, and he knew that whatever church was 
playing that hymn, that was a sign from God that that was the church for him. 

The minister’s church, he went on, had been playing the same hymn when he 
had walked by that morning. He offered for the minister to call the prison to 
check on him, and gave him the correct name of the prison, but the minister did 
not do so. He felt, apparently, that Joe’s offering it meant that what he said was 
true. 

Over time Joe - who was a professional musician - took over the 
children’s choir at the church. At this point some parents questioned having a 
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felon running the children’s choir. In response, the minister Inquired at the 
prison. When authorities caught up with Joe for violation of parole -he was not 
supposed to have any contact with children - they found he had run the same 
scam on two different churches and was operating in both at the same time. 

Both scams Included the line that the church was playing his favorite hymn when 
he walked by. I use this example simply to highlight the cleverness of some 
offenders and their ability to plan. 

By my use of the example of Joe and by my testimony In general, 
however, I do not mean to say that sex offender treatment is always ineffective. 
On the contrary, a large scale meta-analysis by Smith (2002) and others have 
shown beyond a doubt that for criminal offenders In general, treatment Is the only 
thing that does work. Incarceration alone at best does not reduce recidivism and, 
at worse, actually Increases it. Longer sentences almost surely Increase 
recidivism, compared to shorter ones. By contrast, every meta-analysis that has 
ever been done, to my knowledge, has found a positive effect for treatment In 
reducing recidivism. 

Regarding sex offender treatment specifically, a meta-analysis by Hanson 
(2002) of forty-two studies found that sex offender treatment reduced recidivism 
by about forty percent. While not perfect and a long way from it, treatment that 
can reduce sexual offense recidivism by forty percent will make an enormous 
difference to victims. 

However, Joe is one of those unlikely to benefit from treatment. For those 
who do not benefit, and who continue to offend, I have little faith that educating 
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the public will be sufficient. When Joe turns on the charm, he is a likeable guy. 
The average person does not distinguish between likeability and trustworthiness. 
They believe that anyone who is “nice,” who appears to be caring, and whom 
they like, cannot be a sex offender. “Niceness is a decision,” Gavin de Becker 
wrote, “not a character trait” (De Becker 1997). But most people simply do not 
believe this. The average person believes that public behavior is an Indicator of 
private behavior and so It is for most people, but not for the Joe’s of this world. 

In all my interviews with offenders in prison, I have rarely met any 
offender who got caught for everything he did, but even more chilling, virtually all 
had victims along the way who had reported him to their parents. The typical 
parental response was to tell the child that “Joe loves you. Joe wouldn’t do 
anything like that. There must be some mistake,” and the report rarely went 
further. In Joe’s case, both of these things happened. He had far more victims 
than he had been caught for, and children had occasionally reported him along 
the way, only to find that their parents did not believe them. 

The world of online predators is even more pernicious. Parents never 
meet the online predators, and therefore the offender only has to deal with the 
child’s judgment. Too, the problem of finding and meeting children is solved. 
Through the internet, offenders can approach hundreds of children, widely 
separated geographically. Then too they can spend as much time with them as 
the child permits, without raising parental suspicion. 

A study conducted by the Crimes Against Children Research Center at the 
University of New Hampshire found that twenty percent of adolescent users of 
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the Internet, ages ten to seventeen had received a sexual solicitation in the 
preceding year, and in a little over three percent of the cases, an offender had 
tried to contact them directly, i.e., outside the Internet (Finkelhor, Mitchell et al. 
2001). Of course, these figures are an under-estimation of the problem, given 
that not all teenagers will admit to having been approached sexually on the 
Internet fearing that admitting it will lead to the loss of access. 

But what makes these figures doubly chilling is the fact that a different 
study by the Kaiser Family Foundation found that eight to thirteen-year-olds - the 
heaviest users of the Internet - spent approximately an hour a day on the 
Internet. Of that hour, roughly eleven minutes were spent In chat rooms. Eleven 
minutes and twenty percent of kids are getting approached sexually. 

I have attached a book chapter of mine on child molesters from Predators, 
and I would be happy to answer questions. 
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M ention child molesters" to the average audience, or even to most 
professional audiences, and they will immediately suggest "Colt .45 
.. therapy" or castration. Once a cab driver in Dallas gave me his opinion: 
/ execution for a first offense. 

It is a strangely comfortably answer for those who give it, and it ab* 
solves them of the harder work of thinking of something we might actually 
do in this countiy. ITie strangest part of this answer is that those who see 
child molesters as monsters seem the quickest— when their neighbor, 
friend, or family member is accused — to say chat it Is definitely a false re- 
port. After all, child molesters are perverts, creeps, and monsters, and 
their nice neighbor/minlster/father/uncle/fricnd/priest is not a monster. 

Kigo, he is not a child molester. 

Once this kind of denial locks in, no amount of evidence will change 
their minds. A cab driver said to a colleague of mine, "Child molestationi 
I know all about child molestation. My father was accused of child mo- 
lestation, and the children lied — all twenty-six of them." 

Even a confession by the offender will be dismissed. A long-tenn mo- 
lester of boys tried to tell his own minister he was offending. "Someone 
said I was a child molester," he began tentatively. 

"Well, that's the stupidest thing I’ve ever heard of," the minister said 
quickly. "You're the last person I’d believe that of." End of conversation. 

But it is a misconception that child molesters are somehow different 
from the rest of us, outside their proclivities to molest. They can be loyal 
friends, good employees, and responsible members of the community in 
other WBy.s. The psychiatrist Fred Berlin has noted; 
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People often confuse issues of traits of character with issues of 
sexual orientation or the type of sexual interest an individual has. 
People who may be compulsive pedophiles, for Instance, may 
obey the law in other ways, may he responsible. in their work, may . • 
have concern for other persons,^ ■ 

What is different about child molesters is Only this: ITiey have sex 
with children. 'Ihey molest them for a variety.of reasons that may leave 
no telltale si^s in their public behavior. The priest who works tirelessly 
for the parish may be a nice man in his everyday dealings with people, 
•but that has nothing to do vifith whether he is dr isn’t privately. a child 
molesterr .... 

^ Even angry child rapists (a minority of child molesters, to be sUre) 
may behave normally in public. ITrey may have a girlftiend or wife, may 
be well liked. No one may see the grinding anger that drives them, ex- 
cept their victims.. The child rapist below is a $ix-fodt-taiJ Marlboro 
man with a crooked smile and a soft crinkle to his eyes. . He is good- 
fooldng, and, more than that, . he looks like a kind man. Not surprisingly, 
•he has a long histQry of girlfriends. Indeed, with his ;looks and his soft 
and reasonable manner, he has had no difficultyattracting women. He 
tells me that: 

First:victiin, I was staying with a w* Bis daughter had come 
.■ to live with them, and I vrus living with them at that time. And I . 
x^s . angry. She had done a lot of things,. .like I'll .just give .you an 
example. The very first time =I Had a Zippo lighter, and I'd get it 
hot and just play with it. . . . -She came in one day, and she was 
playing with it and got it hot, and I was laying on the couch and I . 
was asleep; She brought it over to me and put it on my forehead 
and . burned my forehead, .which made me very angry. I didn’t say 
much to her then. But that afternoon, or that night, when her 
mother was at work, I raped her that night. :Which it was anally at 
the time. And it. went on for quite some time before !, J callcd it 
' an accident because she wasn't able to endure .intercourse 
. . . And it ripped her. .... 
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In fact, he tore her anus through to her vagina, and the eight-year-old 
child was injured so badly she was hospitalized. He was incarcerated for 
that offense and later served a second incarceration for a separate of- 
fense.' In between there wrere numerous offenses he was reported for 
but for which he was never charged. He shrugs and teUs me: 
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People, in general, they’re going to think what they virant to think. 
And that’s just basically all there is to it. If they want to think bad 
of you they're going to think bad of you. If they hear something 
bad of you they’re going to believe it, and if they don't, they don't. 

In the business I was in, you know, this guy va>rks around chil- 
dren all the time. If he was molesting children, there's no way you 
couldn't get caught. ■ 

It was perhaps an exaggeration fos him to say he worked around chil- 
dren all the time. He was night manager at a gpeery store, and there 
were probably fewer children in the score at night than during the day. 
Still, despite enough anger and callousness to rip an eight-year-old 
hrom vagina to anus,' he appeared perfectly normal to those who worked 
vrith him. I do not believe anyone in the world, including myself, could 
have picked him out as a child molester. 

But even if you and I couldn't sec it in casual conversation, the anger 
and the intimidation were there — in his case, oiJy for children. And he 
used it right in front of us and got away vwth It. He tells me how he 
handled disclosures by the children: 

Basically if you stay calm and look whoever it is in the eye, and es- 
pecially if the mother of the victim or the victim is there, if the 
victim is anywhere that you can look at her and make her nervous 
or him, whichever one it might be, then the more nervtjus that 
you make them, the more it makes them seem like they’re lying. 

If they’re around. Most of the time they’re not. 

Q. How do you make them nervous? 

A. By staring at them. You know, it's like, I’m going to get you; 
rm’Just, its just basically, you know, just that kind of look. Like 
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Making Sense of Child Molestation; 

Blind Allies and Hidden Bias 

Why do men — and some women — molest children? It makes no sense 
to the rest of us. Our collective difficulty in believing someone we 
know would molest a child is partly because of our difficulty in under- 
standing why anybody would do such a thing. Most adults are simply 
not sexually attracted to children. When an adult is in an amorous 
mood, a child is a nuisance at best. "What would a child have to do to 
be sexually attractive to you?” an instructor asked a class rhetorically. 

“Grow up,” one man replied. 

Most of us feel, that way. Sex with children strikes us as deeply rep- 
rehensible and utterly unappealing. If that’s how most people feel, why 
do child molesters risk jail for something the rest of us wouldn't do if it 
were legal? , 

In the past one hundred years, psychology has twisted itself into 
pretzels developing theories to answer this question. Few of these the- 
ories have any research at all behind them, and many of them arc little 
more than excuses and rationalizations for child molestation. I am not 
talking now about Freud's failure to accept the victim accounts given 
by his patients and his turning them into “Oedipal fantasies" to avoid 
ostracism by his peers. That has been coo well documented to deserve 
further comment.2 Nor am 1 talking about cases where memory of 
abuse was lost and then recovered, although there is considerable evi- 
dence that this can occur.^ * . 

Whai Ls actually more perplexing in the history of psychology is the 
altitude toward cases in which it was known and acknowledged that the 
abuse took place. In the early part of the century, psychoanalytic writers 
maintained. steadfastly that sexual abuse was the fault of the child, not 
the adult, that it occurred because aggressive children "seduced" inno- 
cent men. Dr. Karl Abraham, for example, wrote an article entitled 'The 
Experiencing of Sexual Traumas as a Form of Sexual Activity" in which 
he declared that “in a great number of cases the trauma was desired by 
the child unconsciously, and we have to recognize it as a form of infan- 
tile sexual activity."'* His reasoning was that "in all of them the trauma 
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could have been prevented. Hie children could have called for help, ruri ’r 
away or offered tcsiatnnce instead of yielding to die seducUon.** 

It is bewildering, of course, that Abraham would not recognise the 
existence of psychological coercion or just plain submission to adult au- 
thority, but after all, it was 1907. It is more puzzling that he vrauld not 
apply the same logic to the offender who, after all, could have called for 
help, run away, or offered resistance. Yet Abraham did not call his arti- 
cle The Inflicting of Sexual Traumas as a Form of Sexual Activity.” 

What is truly astonishing, however, is his response to a case of vio-. 
lent assault in which the child did call for help, run away, and offer re- 
sistance. In fact, she resisted so much ehe escaped. It was the case of 
a nine-year-old girl who was enticed into the woods by a neighbor who 
Abraham admits “attempted. to rape her."* The child fought off her at- 
tacker. Rather than admit that responsibility for this attack ^ted solely 
with the attacker, Abraham states that the child 

Had allowed herself to be seduced. She had followed the neif^- ; 
bor into the woods and allowed him to go a long way in carrying 
out his purpose before she- freed. herself from him and ran off. It 
is not to be wondered that this child kept the occurrence secret.'^ 

It is most surprising that Abraham could ignore , the difference in 
strength between a nine-year-old girl and an adult male. In his view, ncr 
matter what the circumstances, all sexual assaults on children occur 
because children have "an abnonnal desire for obtaining sexual plea- 
sure and, in consequence of this, undergo sexual traumas."^ Women .as- 
sault victims fared no better in his hands. They were kbeled."hy5terics" 
and were described as 

Those interesting people to whom something is always happen- . . 
ing. Female hysterics in particular are constantly meeting with ad- 
ventures. They are molested In the public street, outrageous sex- 
ual assaults are made on them,, etc. It is part of their nature that .. 
they must expose themselves to external traumatic influences. 
There is a need in them to appear to be constantly exposed to vi- . 

-52- 
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olence. In this we recognize a general psychological characteristic 
of women in an exaggerated form.® 

. If Abraham's views were not echoed elsewhere, he would be simply 
^|-v; a historical oddity. On the contrary, his views were widely shared within 
pv: the psychoanalytic community For more than fifty years, from the first 
quarter of the twentieth century onward, there was a significant school 
in psychology that held that sexual assault victims were responsible for 
their own victimization.^" 

*I’he psychiatrist Lauretta Bender was a strong supporter of this 
jf-' point of view and wrote in 1 937 that such children derive "fundamen- 
tal satisfaction from the relationship" and "do not completely deserve 
the cloak of innocence with which they have been endowed by moral- 
ists, social reformers and legislators."' ' As proof, she offered her obser- 
vation that the children were "unusualjy charming and attractive"'* and 
asked the reader to consider that the child was "the actual seducer 

• • rather than the one seduced."'^ 

The concept of “participating" or "collaborative" victim was devel- 
. oped.'^ In many of these writings, a participating victim was anyone 
who knew the offender prior to the attack and/or was assaulted more 
than once. However, this rule wasn't ironclad. The researcher John 

• Gagnon characterized 12 percent of his sample of children assaulted by 
total strangers, as "collaborative," whatever that term means to him.'* 

Incest victims seem particularly singled out for this, blaming of the 
victims. Dr. Irving Weiner wrote that thtf "absence of any. complaints on 
the part of the daughters indicates that these girls were not merely 
helpless victims of their fathers' needs but were gratified by the rela- 
tionship, if not . . •; active initiators of it."'* 

Of course, many victims did complain. Nonetheless, Weiner dis- 
misses such repons by saying that "It is quite likely that many incestu- 
ous daughters avoid guilt feelings by denying their enjoyment of the 
sexual experience."'^ It is not at all clear what victims could have done 
to convince Weiner of their innocence. In his writings, we find that 
whether victims endured silently or complained loudly, they were 
nonethdess deemed to have been "gratified” by the incest. 
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the theory, in the .1970s and 1980s, although it has never died out entirely 

^^t^happen. Some- is currently maldiig a comeback. Witness, for. instance, the legal 

they are sim- Cardinal Bernard F. Law in Boston in 2002, claiming 

^^emph desen^j^d "negligence" by a six-year-old boy and . his parents contributed to 

Between .was sexually abused by a priest.^^ ^Ohe.wonders 

|^?;,seiting fires, van- kind of negligence he’s talking about on. the child’s part.. 

^iibf 'hoys, anxiety, ex- Note too that a California judge, also in 2002, sentenced a thirtyrthree- 

^ii'They were kept in teacher to probation. instead..pf prison after she vvas found guilty 

i^ieimaintained in a having sex; with a f^teen-year-old boy. The judge stated that "the rela- 

"duldien Not may have been .a way for the boy to ’satisfy his .sexual needs.'"^^ , 

i^&cx^d the children ■ the extent that making the victim responsible for abuse did. wane,, 

^ndered if . the chih 'however, its waning brought with it a shift of responsibilit)^ not to the. 

^ initially, but to the nonoffepding spouse, and the. family in- 

^iMiatilde W. Rascov' Blaming the mother has actually been embedded in the incest 

actually good for ih^faiure for some time, although it began to achieve .much greater 

^ous relation . . . di- prominence as blaming the child began to fade. 'Ilie incest offender 

Itlibws . better adjust- ^^id ^ be "placed in the position of compensating the oral fhiscra- 

statement tions inflicted by the mother. Irving Kaufman et al. wrote that incest 

i^ijsome writers. In ■ W^ the child's response to abandonment by the mother, 30 whpreas LiL 

^^^at "incest may '^li^n Gordon declared that, the child committed incest as., revenge 

against the mother for prerOedipal . frustrations.^^ 

Bl^ictomsi what is par- Where was the father? Captain Noel Lustig and his colleagues epn- 

^p^vcly erased, from sidered the father little more tlian a, "vehicle" for "unconscious, homo- 

lability — indeed as sexual strivings in, the mother." *3 wrpte of the father’s "psycholog- 

|l^i^cioned, thdr re- while calling: the mothers the "cqmcrstooe of . the 

^ss and aggressive- . pathological family system. "33 

r . Mothers supposedly gave permission for the incest, unconsciously if 

^^t^pway Virkunnen not . consciously. Some . authors felt that the percentage of mothers who 

leipnV usually without ^bout the incest approached 80 to 90 percent. 3^ Blair and Rita 

I^Revitch and Ros- . ' Justice disagreed, insisting that puery mother .colluded with the abu^ in 

wlfe.j»nd their victims someway^® 

Ichors complained . ' In the late 1970s, a child sexual abuse treatment was developed by 

accepting his- Hank Giarretto in San Jose, California, chat became nationally famous 

. and served as a mudel for the development of many other treatment 
^egan io fade for a programs- The statement of philosophy for the program declared that 
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PREDATORS 

"Incestuous behavior is one of the mwiy symptoms of a dysfunction^ 
family."^^ GiarrettO' proudly published figures that showed- the pcrcent-- 
age of mothers .who felt responsible for the incest rose from 0 percent 
at intake to 50 -percciit at temlinatiori. This was .considered success. 

I attended a training at that treatment program in the 1980s. The 
culpability of the family including the. victim, was stressed so much 
that I finally raised my hand. , 

"If r was an offender in this progtian and- 1 reoffended," I began^ Td 
just say. 'Guess- the family's not doing too well,’ How are you .going to 
hold people responsible for this if you tell them it's not thdr fault, it's 
the family's fault?" There' was <a lot of^scrambling but no answer given 
dial made sense.io me.- 

This line of reasoning sorhetiBies went to absurd lengths (if you 
don't thihk.il wiii theta already); Yvonne Tormes, for example, de- 
scribed a gronp of incest offenders, some bf whom had been extremely 
violent;*^ They had burned children widi hot Irons, locked a mother in 
a closet while'abusing . the child, arid broken a radio-over a mother’s 
head. One would think the offenders rhight have -some' responsibility 
for their behavior in these cases; but Tormes^ wrote that the cause of 
the abuse was "the mother’s failure to protect her child."*® 

Today the notion that the family is responsible for incest is far more 
ahvc than the. notion that children are responsible for seducing grown 
men. There arfe still numerous treatment progiaihs that use family 
therapy to treat incest. Whereas some use family therapy responsibly, as 
an adjunct to offender treatment, others state openly that they consider 
Incest to be caused by family dysfunction and that treatment should 
address the family problems, not the offender's proclivity to offend. 

Of course, considering the family the source of -the abuse inevitably 
means reducing, the culpability of the offender. In 1989 Clinicians 
Terry Trepper and Mary Jo Barrett described their method of doing 
family therapy with offendtts.” They recommended telling the . family 
The incestuous abuse may indicate that your family loved each other 
too much.”^® Child sexuafabuie is thus redefined simply as Tovihg too 
much;" Could it be a lit'de confusing for a child to have incest labeled 
as-"love”?' 

-56- 
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Child Molesters 

A colleague of mine described an adolescent victim's reaction to 
, treatment such as this. He was in individual therapy with my colleague 
as well as family therapy with another therapist. One day he said to my 
' colleague, "Is there some rule in family therapy that you can't point the 
finger, at anybody?" 

. "Sort of," my fnend acknowledged. 

“Because .sometimes,” he. went on, "I think that therapist.forgets who 
..is the fucker and who is thefiickee.'’ Point well taken. 

The. history of psychology in the past one hundred years has been 
filled with theories that deny sexual abuse occurs; that discount the re- 
sponsibility of the offender, that blame the mother and/or child when it 
does occur, and that minimize the impact. It constitutes a sony chap- 
ter in the history of psychology, but it is not only shameful, it is also 
puzzling. Hostility toward child victims and adult women leaks through 
this literature like poison. What accounts for the kind of foam-at-the- 
mernth hostility expressed by Professor of Law Ralph Slovenko in 1971, 
when he railed against the laws that held offenders responsible for sex 
with a child and quoted a 1923 judges ruling^with which he evidently • 
agreed?; 

‘This wretched girl was young in years but old in sin and shame. A 
number of callow youths, of otherwise blameless lives as far as 
this record shows, fell under her seductive influence. . . , She was 
- a mere “cistem-for, foul toads to Imow and gender in." Why should ’ 

■ -■.the boys; misled by her, be sacrifiefedT*^ 

He added that "the male offender in the case of statutory rape has 
no special pathology; the girl is usually more in need of psychiatric care 
or othcar attention.”^^ . , 

If these views seem dated and extreme to you, you might want to 
onsidcr Judith Levine's new book, Harmful to Minors, or an article by 
Bruce Rind et al. on the impact of child sexual abuse,, or a recent paper 
by Professor Harris Mirkin,« all three of which have received enor- 
mous press — ^much of it positive— and all of whom minimize nhil/l sex- 
ual abuse and its impact. Levine, in fact, wants to lovirer the age of con- 
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sent to twelve. Rind and Mirldn both question whedier sexual abuse 
hanns the child, and Rind, in would like Us to quit calling it abuse. 

lltese views bear looking at more closely. Levine’s book, particularly, 
is troubling: The case she makes is flawed by numerous inaccuracies 
and misstatements of fact Levine claims there i.s simply no laige-scule 
problem of child sexual abuse. She argues that most normal men are at- 
tracted to adolescents, and therefore the attraction isn't deviant at all. 
She minimizes or even: ignores the fact that some men are attracted to 
children far younger than adolescence. It is not clear, she contends, that 
there is any such thing as a pedophile, and to prove her p(Bnt,.she cites 
the true fact that some men who are Attracted to children are al.ro at> 
tracted to adults. According to her, therefore, they are not pedophiles. 

However, whether someone is attracted to adults is irrelevant to 
whether or not they are a pedophile. The diagnostic .manual of the . 
American Psychiatric Association states that pedophiles are adults who 
arc sexually attracted to prepubcscent children, and they may or. may . 
not be attracted to other adults as well.^^ As someone who has inter- ' 
viewed a number of men: who have raped infants as young as five ! 
months of age, men who have sexually abused preschoolers repeatedly, 
men who have targeted children under^the age of teh, and men who 
admit to being sexually attracted to them (some -of them obsessively so), ■ • 
I can only vronder why Levine would make this claim. 

' What, would she say, for example, to the three, brothers I inter- 
viewed last week who were molested by a priest when they were chil- ' 
dren. One of them remembers vividly the la.st, time the priest mo- 
lested him. The priest was fondling the boy’s nude genitals when he 
noticed the boy had begun to sprout his .first pubic hair. The priest 
stopped immediately. 

"What's this?" he demanded. 

“It’s hair," the child said. "It's been there." , 

“I never noticed it,” the priest. said; .and^got up immediately.- That 
was the last time he molested, that child. But. he continued to molest 
his younger brothers. 

But it is not'just Levine's denial that pedophiles eidst that makes this . 
book troubling. She believes that even if pedophiles do exist, they can 
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Child Molesters 

^^:..bc-"cured."^ That is certainly news, to me^ and it will be news, I sus- 
:j.pect, to all who treat offenders. It will be news as well to the Associa- 
:• tion for the Treatment of. .Sexual Abusers (ATSA), the largest profes- 
sional organization on the treatment of sex offenders in the world. 
P ATSA states plainly on their website that, "although many, if not most, 
l^-isexual abusers are treatable, there is no known 'cure*. Management of 
, sexually abusive behavior is a life-long task.fbr some sexual abusers."^^ 
f The best estimates today, based on a analysis of forty<<thEee studies 
of treatment and rcoffense rates, is that current methods of cognitive- 
||; Jbehavioral treatment can reduce sexual offending.by close to half in the 
relatively short run.^" The impact of treatment can be summed up in an 
fi.'Odds ratio of .60. Not every offender would reoffend without treatment, 
'of course, but for those who would, treatment can make a difference. 
|;;;.iOut of every one. hundred offenders who would have reoffended, sixty 
i: iiwould still reoffend with treatment This reduction in reoffending is ac- 
II; dually heartening. .Being able to reduce reoffense rates by nearly 50 per- 
| , '-cent certainly makes treatment worthwhile in my book. The forty out of 
>one hundred offenders who would not molest again after treatment 
translates Into numerous children who vidll be spared abuse if offend- ' 
p;': ers get. proper treatment. Certainly treatment is more efBcacious today 
.'than it's, ever been in the past.^ 

But sixty out of one hundred sex offenders would still reoffend after 
. the most effective treatment available today, and that means we are a 
^ long way from "curing” pedophilia or rape. Note also these results were 
k .for the short run. No one reallyTmows the impact of treatment in the 
■ long run. 

No one in my field today even speaks of a "cure," any more than al- 
^ cohol and drug counselors speak of a cure for alcoholism or drug ad- 
dicuon. Given all that, I looked with interest for the source of Levine's 
' optimism, but she offered no research,, no. support whatsoever for her 
notion that pedophilia is .curable, except her own interpretation of re- 
' .search on reoffense rates. . 

' Contrary to politicians’ claims, the recidivism rates of child sex of- 

''■ fenders are antong the lowest in the criminal population. Analyses 
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of thousands of subjects in hundreds of studies in the United . 
States and Canada found that about 13 percent of sex offenders 
are reairested, compared with 74 percent of all prisoners.so 

But her comments about 13 percent reoffense rates.are only. accu- 
rate to a point, and the point is a big one. The major meta-analysis she 
cites only studied reoffense rates for all sex offenders (treated and un- 
treated combined) in the first four to five years after release.^ The im- 
plication Levine makes that these arc lifetime feoffense rates is wrong. 

Research on long-term, reoffense rates finds .considerably higher 
rates.” Dci Robert Prentlqr, for example, found that the long-tenn reof- 
fense rate for rapists was 39 percent and for out-of-homc child moles- 
ters, S2 percent.” Conservative estimates from across studies show • 
diet it is likely that no fewer than 40 percent of child, molesters , and 
rapists reoffend inthe long run. These are average reoffense rates, and 
they refer to detected offenses. Obviously,: we don't .catch people for 
^everything they do. In fact, the rate .of detection.' of sexual offenses 
looks quite low, as noted earlier. But even ignoring the issue of under- 
reporting, close to half of child molesters arc likely to reoffend in the 
long run, most certainly not 1 3 percent as Levine claims. 

Certain subgroups of sex offenders are known to have even higher 
rates of reoffending. The Canadian researcher Karl Hanson found that - 
those offenders who were never married, had boy victims, and had pre- 
vious offenses demonstrated a detected reoffense rate of 77 percent in 
the long nm.54 Any group with a detected rate of reoffense that high 
means that virtually all offenders in those groups are likely to reoffend, 
given what we know about undetected offenses. .. 

Did Levine not know all this? Did she really misread the research so 
completely that she believed that 1 3 percent was the hfetime reoffense ; 
rate of sex ofienders, or did she simply feel it would not help her case 
to state accurate figures? Her case states that pedophilia doesn't really 
exist, that even if it does, it can be easily cured, and that-not to 
wony-ckld molesters don’t reoffend very often, anyway. 

But what. 15 very troubbng about this' book Ls that Levine goes far be- J 
yond inaccurate figures, naJve assessments, and a poor fund of Irifor- 
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their regrets or their health problems or tlieir young pregnancies. In- 
stead, we should only listen to what twelve-year-olds want in tlie heat 
of the moment. 

Levine is not alone today in minimizing the effects of child sexual 
abuse and in trying to redefine it. In 1998, Rind et al. published a 
meta-analysis of studies that looked at the impact of child sexual abuse 
on college samples.^^ Despite the fact that the samples they used were 
all from college populations, they use their findings to make .statements 
on child sexual abuse in the larger population, although later they 
claimed they were only saying it was ’"relevant,” not representative or 
generalizable.60 

Their conclusions were — although victims were more maladjusted 
in seventeen of eighteen categories of maladjustment — that the malad- 
justment was slight and due to family dyshinction, not child sexual 
, abuse. When family dysfimetion was controlled statistically, the differ- 
ence in maladjustment supposedly disappeared. 

Boys in particular, they felt, were not affected by child sexual abuse. 
Although Rind et al. admitted that that impact could be separated from 
wrongfulness, they nonetheless recommended dropping the word 
abuse and calling sex between adults and children simply "adult- 
child and adult-adolescent” sex instead. The term "abuse” would only 
be used if "a young person felt that he or she did not willingly partici- 
pate in the encounter and if he or she experienced negative reactions to 
it" (italics mine).«> 

Presumably, then, forcible rape of a child would not be considered 
abuse even if the child did not "consent,” provided the child later said 
the abuse had made her or him stronger (a po.sitivc reaction) or the 
child minimized the impact as adults have repeatedly been shown to do 
with traumatic events of all sorts.^^ 

Likewise, the seduction or manipulation of a child into sexual activ- 
ity would not be considered "abuse" by definition, even if trickery, 
bribery, or conning was used and even if the child had a severe reac- 
tion. According to Rind et al., unless there i.s violence, the child "con- 
sented." Rind raake.s no distinction for children under twelve in these 
definitions. Presumably, a four-year-old — or even an infant-.-is able, in 
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||EKgnandes. In- ' viev/, to give “consent*' because consent is simply defined, as the 

in the heat . v^^^^HP^f^'^hsence of overt violence. 

" ' 'fhe study kicked up a storm in two very different quarters. First of 
child experts in the field were suipzlsedi.^ say the least — I among them; 

published a literature on the impact, of child sexual abuse carefully 

liU sexual abuse fo>^some time, panicularly so for a book. I did. on treatment of victims.^ 

^they used were planned on reading dl the literature on the sequelae of child 

statements abuse, but that grandiose plan faded as I read for months on end 

^gh later they being able to tap into all the research. At the end of several 

^resentative or r^^^^B^'nionths, however, I was convinced of one thing. Child sexual abuse was 
g. •; gening bitten by a rattlesnake; Some kids recovered completely, 

maladjusted .'^^^^^B^^.- and some didn’t, but it wasn't good for anybody. 

^that the malad- ‘ : But if scholars familiar with the literamre were surprised by the 

,|^ot.child sexual study, others were, outraged. Dr. Laura came across the study, and nine 

i^lly, the differr /^^^H^^.;.nionths after its. publication told 18 millioq listeners on March 22, 
that it was "garbage research with a dangerous statement at the 
^Id-sexual abuse. She added that she thought the study might be used to normal- 

^^parated from i^e pedophilia and to change the legal system, which is certainly exactly 

l^lng the word how certain groups have used 

^!ssimply "adult* ■ publicity resulting from Dr. Laura’s, radio, address was so great 

Ime” would only ; that even Congress got involved.. In July of 1999, they passed a resolu- 

^^dQingly particl- -^^^^HpV;-.tion condemning the study, a first to be sure; Unfortunately, for many 
l^ye reactions to the issue then became a question of academic freedom. In 

defense of the study, academics pointed to. the fact that it had survived 

be considered .peer review, supposedly a rigorous process. ^ * 

i^child later said - But had it> It was later revealed that it had been rejected by the first 

;j^ction) or the set of peer reviewers, and the authors were told the study was so flawed 

fi^.shown to do resubmitted. .However, after a change of editors, Rind 

et al. tried again. This time at least one reviewer also turned the study 
^ sexual activ- down. Because the others have not come forward, it remains unclear as 

^en if trickery, . .to- who actually recommended the study for publication, if anybody.^^, 

^.a. severe reac* The study has been repeatedly criticized on methodological grounds. 

^%th'e child "con- Apparently some who read it think the original reviewers got it right, 

^t^elve in these Critics have charged chat Hind et al. excluded relevant outcomes, in- 

farit — ^is able, in eluded studieS^ith primarily noncontact offenses (such as exhibicion- 
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ism), used inappropriate statistics, and generalized their results inap- 
propriately, among a host of other flaws.®^ 

Rind ct el, have put up a Vigorous defense^ Asa key element in that 
defense, thy have attacked everyone in sight for bias. They have caOed 
their critics "religious and moralistic zealots;"® They have portrayed them- 
selves as representing "science" and their critics as representing "moralis- 
tic psychiatry." "politics," and "orthodoxy-^o iTiey have even compared 
themselves in workshop iflyers to Gahleo.and Darwin.^i They have ac- 
cused everyone el% of bias^ but nowhere have they menUoned their own. 

But the fact is that Rind at al. were pro-pedpphilia long before their 
meta-analysis was published. Take, for example, their articles in Puidika; 
The Journal of PedophiUa. Paidiha is not your typical objective academic 
journal. In fact, PaidiJui does not pretend to be objective at all. It is- pub- 
lished in the Netherlands^ where the age of c^onsent has been lowered to 
twelve, and its purpose was sumnied up in its first Issue as follows: 

The starting point .of Paidifc* is necessarily our consciousness of 
ourselves as paedophilies. . . . We intend to demonstrate that pae- . 
dophilia has been, and remains, a legitimate and productive part . 
of the totality of human experience/^ 

I came across this journal some time ago, when I discovered, that a 

psychologist who frequently testified for the defense in child sexual 

abuse cases, Ralph Underwager, had given an interview to this journal 
in which he said pedophilia was a "resptmsible” choice, called it, "God's 
will," and stated it was about "closeness and intimacy," The cover of 
that issue had a drawing of a nude adolescent boy on it.'^ , . 

Both Rind and his colleague Bauserman had published articles in 
Paidikahng before their meta-analysis appeared, Bauserman arguing 
that pedophilia has traditionally provided boys with positive role mod- 
els, and Rind commenting favorably on a book that attacked the "child 
abuse indu8tiy."74 After the meta-analysis appeared, they were keynote 
2 >eakers for a conference on pedophilia in the Netherlands, sponsored 
by an organization whose head, Reverend H. Visser, ts a long-term ad- 
vocate for pedophilia.’? 
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Inaddition to hLs writing for Paidihi, Bauserman also wrote a spirited 
defense of ITieo Sandfort’s work in another article. Sandfort had con- 
ted pedophiles who then selected ^m their current victims those he 
d interview. Sandfort spoke with the. children, then reported that 
experienced the relationships and the sexual contacts positively. 
Ite the .fact that the activity was illegal in the Netherlands at the 
e (where the study took place) and despite the fact chat many of the 
ts did not know their children were b^g abused, Sandfort did not 
the auchorlties or.their parents but colluded with the pedophdes' 
and deception.^^ Understandably, Sandforc's work has been ae- 
on both methodological and ethical grounds.^ Bausennan's art!- 
aaacked Sandfort's critics and justified Sandfort's methods and his 
j^nclusions. Bauserman was barely out of college at the time and was 
to enter graduate school. His meta-analysis was eight years away. 
It does not appear that these are pbjective, neutral scientists here 
l^ing a let-the-chips-fall-where-they-may study. At least two of the 
e- original . authors were writing positively about sex between men 
!^d'boys long before their meta-analysis "discovered^ there was "little 
;b^inn" attached. 

But their own biases aside, the real question is whether the study is 
|ny good. The statistical arguments fly back and forth, and for any 
[j^^er who would like to follow them, I refer you to the citations above. 
But two things are clear The first is that their findings ae truly an out- 
lier. As Stephanie Dallam points out, other meta-analyses have ob- 
^ned very different results.^® In addition, a series of studies control- 
$ng for family dysfunction have found chat, when you remove the 
topact of other social variables^ including family dysfunction, the neg- 
;ative impact of sexual abuse remains.^® 

The second' &ct chat’s clear is that, one more time, the offender has 
disappeared. In Rind and his colleagues' view, kids are either forced 
j^into sexual acts through violence or they "consent." The underlying as- 
sumption is that children and adolescents are equal matches for adults. 
Presumably either adult pedophiles are not trying to manipulate and 
^n children for sex, or it is a “buyer beware" situation in which the 
Idds c^tt and should fend for themselves. 
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In other words, why not manipulate adolescents Into ha^g sex 
much as we put pressure on kids to do iheir homewodc or brush thefr 
teeth? 

The old gang; would be proud-Abraham, Vlrkunnen,. Revitch and 

Weiss, Bender and Blau, Luldanowlcz, Henderson-everyone who 

i^mfeed child sexual abuse, denied the lole of the oflendei; and pm 
an the responsibility on .the childi^.fbr "participating;" Child.sexual 
abuse Is once again "infantile sexual acting out " Besides, sex between 
men and childrcn-^ese new advocates teU us-~doesn!t do anyharm 
anyway, and we’re just being moralistic by calling it "abuse." ’ 

.^Even the old invective is bdek. nus timeitis less often attackihg the 
c^ldren or even the modieis, although some have done so. This time 
the invective is mos^ for those who evaluate or treat abused children 
or advwate for diem. .. In Rind's, world we are ."religious and moralistic 
ttdots" attacking the modem equivalents of Galileo and Darwin. 

. In Levine’s.wofld, i^drew Vachss,,the attorney and mystery writer, 
becomes a "sex-tMer writer, "as is anything Vachss 

d^snt do; it's describe sex with children in. any way that makes it ; 
thriUing." Joyanna,Sllbeig; a foraier president of ^ International So- 
ciety for the -Study of Dissociation, is . described as "discredited," al- ^ i 
though she^ never even had a board complaint filed against her, and i 
r^utation is solid among her peers.^® And when refemng to Adam 3 
Wkish, a six-yeaj>old boy whose .head was found floating in a canal, 3 
I^e ^tes that his case "helped spur .the creation of the National 

Musing and fi^loited Children and (some say) thecareer ^ 
ot his tether, '’91 a comment that is as callous as. it is offensive- ^ 

.TWhostility to children and those who advocate for them contin- 
ucs. The attempt-to minimize and deny the reality and impact of child :4 

sexual abuse is aliiee and kicking. 

, Men Who Are Sexually Attracted to 

Urfortumte 4 v^te I^e's conteotioi>,,psdophi]es exist, M do men i 
who^molest chil^ for other rea«ms. Thereesons they molest them 3 
•re for simpler thmteompUcated (and conveniently nnproveble) theo- 1 
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Child .Molesters 

dra "uncoraciom homosexual;, trivtog, in the mothet"M Sex oliend- 

| r ea^do not molest because they ere megicslly bewitched by aggressive 
e|; .!md se^tiv. children, nor do they because they are -compensating 
I thental frustradens inflicted by.the mothei,">a as quoted in Lusdg et al.' 
It. is not due to. alcohol or stress in their hVes. Nor is it because they are 

1 ^; simply in love" and the age difference irrelevant. TTie age difference is 
^-ways relevant. In fact, it is the point. A sizable proportion molest chil- 
^.simply because they are sexually attracted to that age group. They 
^ have what is most often termed a "deviant arousal pattern.” 

i' « ,^‘“'’'^'"''^*™'«’'^'^®=«^*«>“8hourthchfsB..yoftho 
■0 iMjd, but the group’s existence has always been lecognixed whenever 
Jf T. M. ^1 wralysi. of the offender, has been done. Any division of child 
J? hito subgroup, has always found a set that is sexually at- 

iracted to children. The researcher Paul Gebhatd called them "pat- 
l i™ed” as opposed to “incidental: offenders." Swanson spole of “indi- 
vlduals to whom the child represents the sexual object of choice” as 
-t opposed to "those on the other end of the coiidnuum where the choice 

of an imnwture sexual oldeet is virtuelly a matter of convenience or co- 

K -incidence.-" Kurt Freund described offender, who were primarily at- 
fc. tracted to children versus those vriio used the child as e stumgate for 
I ' “ * Nicholas Gmth divided offimders into -regressed' 

end fixated. ■" whereas Biehard Lanyon used the terms -pte^e' ' 
|;- versus ^tlonal.”?, Hilary Eldridge described them a. "conrinuou,” 

%. versus discoiitinuous" offenders.^s 

^ sinjilar concepts. What has been dear for 

th%.five years or more is that some offenders are fixated in their sex- 
ual Interests. Their sexual attraction to children is sometimes exclus^^ 

\ and sometimes in conjunction with an attraction to adults as well 
It is a particularly yexing group because, for one thing, we don't have 
SLdue how and why a sexual. attraction to children develops (although 
. that doesn t stop people from proposing theories about it that are pre- 
seutod a, sbsolule foct). Bur if we don't understand the origins, we L 
. tamly know something .hour the patterns it produce,. A devlent 
aretiseJ ^ttem eppeer, to begin early and to be as rigid as normal het- 
om., or homosexual preferences, m,d as resistant to change. In early 
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I Child Molesters 

tosies. of ;d)ildren. The. inmate . emeses from incarceration at least as 
d^antas'he wentiii. :. 

^ In some ways, the group that molests childreh because :they ate sexr 
•tjally attracted to them makes some sense. At- least we have a motive. 
;But whereas some child molesters are sexually attracted to* children, 
there, is no credible evidence that ail offenders: have a deviant arousal 
pattern, and there. is considerable.evidence that some do not. 

... r But what would account for someone risking Jail, their livelihood, 
jheir relationships with, family and friends, and most certainly the con- 
demnation -of the community, to have sex. vrith children, if they are not 
aven sexually attracted to them? . 

Problems and Their Relationship 
to Child .Sexual Abuse . 

People are meaning makers. When we don't knw the answer, mostly 
ye just make it up. Ejqaetts seem to choke on the words ‘T don’t know" 
md give answers that defy logic and lack evidence to avoid admitting 
gnorance. There is no paucity of "answers^ to the question of why sex 
>ffenders without a deviant arousal pattern molest children. Alcohol, 
^ily stress, job stress, marital problems, financial problems, abuse as 
; child— all have been suggested tepeiitedly as "causing" child sexual 
buse. But these are only theories, and there are , significant problems 
nth each of them. . 

Imagine yourself all alone on a Friday night after a long week. Le^s 
ly you are out of town at a meeting, l&u're far from home and feeling 
»nely, and you have a relationship or marriage that isn't going well. Hav- 
tg sat in your room for the previous three evenings, you find yourself in 
pleasant bar with a glass of wine and a colleague of the appropriate 
snder for. you. After, two glasses, you notice how attractive your col- 
ague is. Strange, you hadn't thought much about it before. After the 
ird glass, you decide your colleague is really quite witty. Just about 
eiything he or..she says seems to be extremely frmny and chatming. 
What happens next would never happen to you, personally, of 
urs^ But in the course of human history, it has happened that in 
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suchxrircumscances, certain individuals' judgment has gone downhill. 
In fact,, some people's Judgment has taken an Olympic bobsled run 
downhill, shattering all known records . But at that moment of vulnera- 
bility in the bar, If a three-year-old boy walked in, would he look any 
better to you. as a possible sex partner than be does right now? 

Alcohol releases inhibitions and decreases judgment concerning 
sexual interests the person already has. It will not create a sexual inter-, 
est the person otherwise lacks. likewise, all of us face stress without 
resorting to child molestation. It is striking that in twenty years of deal- 
ing with child molestation,, the stresses offenders cite seem so ordinary: 
financial problems, marital problems, job problems. Child rholestation 
seems h^ly unlikely to relieve that stress in the rest of us. 

Although we.may not ^ntirfely , understand why,, it is still clear that 
some men who molest children, do not have a deviant arousal pattern. 
Certainly, we can identify other reasons some of them molest. Psy- 
chopaths will sometiines^use anyone to gratify their sexual needs: chil- 
dren, animals, adults. Also, some -with the inclination to molest seem 
worse under conditions of stress, but many molest when things are 
going well. Clearly, loneliness plays a rale for some.-><» A-significant per- 
centage of child molesters do not seem to know how to connect with 
adults, arid they alleviate their ioneliness through children whom they 
find more trusting and accepting. But why sexualize it? 

Finally, the most common answer in the literature has been that mo- 
lesters were sexually victimized themselves as children; .It has become 
a truism in the field. But is it so? 

Are Child Molesters Really Just Vibtims Therhselves? ' 

"All victims are- offenders," one professional challenged me, at a confer- 
enccr "and all offenders are victims. How does your work address that?" 

My work doesn't address that because J don’t believe .there’s any ev- 
idence for that ass^ion. Obviously, n6t all victims are offenders, but 
also it is likely that most offenders weren’t victims, The studies, that 
find a high.propoztion.of child .molesters who rwere victims of child sex- 
ual abuse themselves are almost always based on self-report, and even. 
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pi: Child Molestem 

i there, study results differ dramatically Studies show the number of 
r child molesters who were themselves molested as children ranges from 
22 percent in some studies to 82 percent in others, |oi 
But inany case, offender self-reports have. dubious validity, especially 
I when the offender^ seH^interest is at stake. The only rule for. deception 
p in sex offenders I have ever found is this; If it is in the offondez^. best in- 
, terests to lie, and if he can do it and not get caught, he will lie, 

^ Being victimized as a child has become a ready excuse for peipetrat- 

I child molestation. The offender who claims he himself was victim- 

ized gets seen as less of a “monster" than one who wasn’t a victim, and 
%■ he gains much more empathy and suppon. It is hard to trust self- 
ji reports of sex offenders about abuse in their past when such reports are 
■ in their, best interest. . 

Only a few studies on this topic have used objective measures, and 
. they have found veiy different results, »» jan Hindman knows all too well 
that people who have lied for decades about their offejjding would lie to 
; her about being victimized as a child, so she compared the reports of 
abuse by child molesters who were not being polygraphed on their an- 
swers with ,a later group who was informed that they would have to take 
a polygraph after the interview. ‘Fhe group that was being polygraphed 
was also given immunity from prosecution for crimes previously unknown 

in order to take away one :of the many reasons that offenders lie.103 : 

This study is not about how good the polygraph is— although it ap- 
pears to be. highly accurateJO^ and better than people are at detecting 
deception in any case. Rather, this study is about how good the offend- 
ers thought the polygraph was because the answers of the group who 
was going to take the polygraph turned out to be very different from the 
group who wasn't going. 

In a series of three- studies, the offenders who claimed they were 
abused as a child were 67 percent, 65 percent, and 61 percent without 
the threat of a polygraph. With polygraph (and conditional immunity), 
the offenders who claimed they were abused as children were 29 per- 
cent, 32 percent, and 30 percent, respectively. The polygraph groups 
reported approximately half the amount of victimization as children as 
the nonpolj%raph groups did. 
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Nonetheless, the notion that most offenders were victims has sbtead 
thTMghout the field of sooial abuse and.ls strangely comforting for most 
professionals. For one thing, it gives . meaning to the behavior of offend- 
OT and at the same time allows jpeoplc . to feel badly for them. I leracm- 
ber a cartoon in which a man is lying in the gutter, badly beaten. Two so- 
cial workers stand over him, and one says m the other, “Ihe man who 

did this really needs help." if offenders.are/usr victims, then no one has 

to face the reality of malevolence, the fact that there are people out 
there who pr^ on others for reasons we simply don’t underetand. 

Even people who know better collude with this stance. A profes- 
sional! know is fond of telling audiences. 'The victim you don’t treat 
today is an offender tomorrow." I cafled .her up. 

pThat isn't true,” I said. "The studies don’t hack that up," and 1 rat- 
tled on about polygraph: and the dubiousness of offender self-report; 

'It doesn't matter." she.replied. “I can't get them tot:are about what 
happens to victims if 1 don't say that;" .. . 

I thou^t about it when J hung up. BaScally she was saying that 
waxing half the molested children in the United States into thinking 

they ^11 be chdd molesters when they grow up is justified by political 

<aq)ediency. . . ' ^ 

But I am not being honest heie.!My problem with her approach is 
not pnmarily that it frightens people. Many true things frighten people 
and lying about them doesn't help; If the statement were true. I would 
not suppress the information. My problem is that it isn’t true. -This 
^man is feghtening victims about something that isn't even true. She 
doesn t think it matters whetlier it’s true or not and considers me a 
goody two-shoes, an obsessive academic. She sees .herself as someone 
who sees the larger picture. 

_ She could be right about a lot of thb. .Probably I am a goody two- 
“oes-certainly, an obseasfve academic. Maybe she doea see the lamer : 
^c^. But a couple, of decades of swimming in deception has left me 
holding onto the true things, clutching them in my little paws,- turning ^ 

them over and over. A true thing has a different ring, a differimt energy 5 

about It; It leaves little wake and does not distuth the complex inter- 'j 

weaving all around it the way a lie does. 
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. ' Child Molesters 

I Th«« ttes; Thoyglitter, spin, si«l undnlste lUce lures treiling threugh 

I' Sr7nl f'T’ »on..whm 

'' £ feathers. Call me an obsessiw academic. I’ll check 
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| J“st a need for one true thing. 

So What's the Answer? 

Why Do Offenders Molest Children? 

We only teow this much. TTiere is » subgroup of child molesters who 
^lest children simply because they are scmiaily attracted to them. 

; There ^ others who molest because they are antisocial or esan pay- 
chopathic and simply feel entitled. There are still olhei, who use chfl- 

T? . a «> obtain from 

. adulte. And there arc others who molest for reasons we don't under- 
Stand at all. 

But make no mistake, whether men molest because of sexual pmf- 
^nce or for other reasons, their compulsiveness can be excraoidinaiy. 
Talte, for example, a minister who had sexually abused his grandchll- 
rcn. He had no criminal record of any sort outside the sexual charees 
and, in fact, had lived a responsible life in every other way. When he 
was oau^t, ho admitted the offenses and made no excuses. He pled 
gui^and was byisoned, he told me hewm. glad to be in Jail because 

7n,t°i “P' ® “>“11 “oy. for what he had doue. 

asked him how ho had justified the abuse to himself while it was 
^ on, how he had put.aside die conscience that was evident else- 
where in his life. He responded: 

I didn't suspend my conscience. I earned it right into the action 
wift me. I think in my own personal view this is part of a com- 
pulsive pattern. You do things, you don't always justify the action 
but you cany the consequences of the action into the action, and 
you do it despite or in .spite of the known consequences. 

I suppose that being a devout religious person, if I had believed 
with alJkof my mind and heart that the earth was going to open up 
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and swallow me up in hell, I would have went ahead and done It 
anyway. 

I rememb« distinctly my reaction when he said this. Hie hair stood 
up on the back of my neck. I understood for the first time what we 
were up against. If a man who truly believes in hell would be Willing to 
go there in exchange for the chance to molest a childi this problem had 
a persistence and a compulsiveness that few outside the drug addiction 
world could appreciate. 

Whatever the reasons people develop such a fixation, it tends to be 
chronic and resistant to change. The pebjde who have such patterns are 
not a small number, more like an invisible anny'.that cannot be recog- . 
nlzedon the street: Gertaiidy, some of them are unemployed, take drugs, 
and fulfill the stereotype of the street criminal. But there are others con- ■ 
siderably more successful in life;, and they may be equally goal-oriented 
and driven in pursuit of children: the college professor who traveled to 
the Philippines to buy children from poverty-stricken parents, the 
Olympic-level kayaking coach who thieatened .to ruin the kayaking 
career of any student who resisted, die teacher Who used questionnaires 
to. identify the children with low sidf-esteem.and then molested them, : 
the minister who researched families to find out who didn't have a father, 
the priest who held a boy underwater when he tried to resist 
These men— «nd they are usually men for reasons we also don’t un- 
derstand— ere part of our communities, part of our network of friends, 
worse yet, sometimes' part of our families.’ -Some of them are doctors ■ 
and laivyers, and some are academics who publish studies. No one has 
all the answers about how to stop them, nor'even why all of them do 
what they do. But at least we should have the decency as a people to ? 
stopmaking excuses for them.; 

Female Sex Offenders 

By all accounts; female child rholesfers are less common than male 
ones, but they do exist. How common they are depends on where you 
look. Fbr example, if youJook at r^orts that come into child pratecdon '4 
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p?';. Child Molesters 

g' agencies, about 3 to 5 percent of them involve female offenders. If 
you look at who's serving time in prison, the figures go down. A Cana- 
|;.r dian study found that less than 1 percent of sex offenders serving two 
I', years or more vrerefemale.w That certainly fits with ray experience. It 
|; . is for rarer for female sex offenders to be pro-secuted than male, and far 
p ^ more difficuk to get convictions. The average person does not seem to 
want to heUeve that women, particularly the child's own mother, could 
I . do such a thing. Once, when I was presenting on female sex offenders, 
the first question from the audience was, "How do you stay sane?" No 
one has ever asked me that when I present on male sex offenders. 

Female sex offenders appear to be different than male offenders in 
; some important ways. There- are three basic types of female offenders 
that keep appearing in the research literature, »07 and they do not match 
exactly the typology of male sex offenders. First, one of the largest 
, groups js a group that molests children under the age of six, primarily 
, their own. Many of these mothers seem to be fused yrith their children 
and unable, to ftinction as a maternal figure. For example, an adult sur- 
. vivor cited by Bobbie Rosencrans described her mother as follows: 

She wanted me to love her like her ovim mother did when she was 
little and sick. It makes me nauseated to think about it. She used 
me to maintain her own sick pleasure. I was mother, father, hus- 
band, sister, lover and friend to her when I needed a mother »«» 

The really bad news is that many of tlfese molesters of young chil- 
dren have sadistic tendencies. In Jacque Saradjian's study, nine of the 
fourte^ offenders, in her sample admitted to enjoying hurting the 
child, Hiat some of these women are truly sadistic is evidenced by the 
desenptions .of some nf their adult offspring. 

My mother threatened to bum my hair/me if I did not comply. I 
.^vas beer to- drink. 1 was beaten and there were threats I 
-would be burned if I wasn’t quiet, Sometimes I was slightly 
burned on the hutt with lit cigarettes. I learned not to cry and to 
stop Screaming. 
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Another survivor stated that "the more I hurt the faster slic'd come.’'i“» 
Secondly, there is a teachcr/lover group that primarily molests 
teenagers. This is not a group of teachers or adult women who-are eigh- 
teen or tvirenty and are involved with seventeen-ybar-olds. There'was, 
on average, a sixteen-year age gap . between offender and victim in this 
study, n^us, these ere a group of adult women, generally in their thir- 
ties, who pretty much double the age.uf their victims.^ “ These women 
do not, in general, act sadisticafly. Hew could they, given that they do 
not have the same degree of power and control over their victims that a 
mother does over a young child? .1116 victims simply, would not conq)ly. 
TTie women, instead, rom^ticize their involvement with the teens and 
tend to deflect the responsibllliy for it onto their victims: . 

The last group has no parallel in-the world of male sex offenders. It 
is a group of women who are initially coerced into- having sex with a 
child by a male partner.. Their initial motivations are generally to please 
the male or, at the least,; to avoid abmdomnent'by him. However, as 
time progresses, some research, indicates that many of these women 
begin to enjoy the sex with children and eventually molest them on 

their own.*^2 , . 

Regardless of the type of offender, women offenders are capable of 
tha same severity of sexual abuse as . male offenders are. Nor does the 
lack of a penis stop them from penetrating a . child. A study listed all the 
objects that had been inswted into childreri's vaginas rad rectums by 
female offenders. They were as follows: 

Enema equipment^ . -sticks, candles, vibrators, pencils, keys, hair- . 
brushes, hairbrush handle, light bulbs, soapy wakh cloths, , 
wooden spoons, various fruits and vegetables, knivesi acissors, lit 
cigarettes, sock darning tools, surgical knives, hair rollers, reli- ’ 
gious medals, vacuum cleaner parts, goldfish.”^ 

There may be fewer female sex offenders than male ones, but it 
would be a serious mistake to think they don't exist or to underestimate 
the harm they do. Male or female, child molesters are difScuh to. spot. 
Their interest iri children may be compulsive, but it is almost always 
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Child Molesters 

well hidden. If they make mistakes, they are usually small ones. Now 
you see them; now you don't. 

I am standing in the gym at a children's sock hop. The noise is deafen- 
ing. Two hundred children are running, hopping, sliding, dancing, and 
whirling, all the while simultaneously shrieking at the top of their 
lungs. There is such a thing as a perpetual motion machine, and it is 
called childhood. The yelling children and the blaring rock music make 
me hunger for the quiet and the solace of my little fireplace and the 
book I left behind. Because neither, of my children has giyen a back- 
ward glance since they headed into the fray, I begin to wonder why I’m 
here. The mother of my daughters best friend had invited both of my 
children to come -with her, but 1. had been reluctant to give them up. I 
work so much that time with my children is precious. 

“This is spending time with your kidsj'' I think. I feel foolish and out 
of place. I don't see. anyone I know. 1 trudge grumpily over to check 
every twenty minutes or so just to keep track of my kids. It is a neurotic 
impulse, I think. What could happen in such a public place?. 

I find my daughter. At age six, she is dancing happily with her best 
friend and another girl and the ocher girl's father, a man I don't know. I 
wave and turn away. . 

Twenty minutes later I look for her again. She is still dancing with 
the same group. It cto.s$es my.imnd that this is a little unusual. In a set- 
ting like this, her attention span is normally measured in nanoseconds, 
not in forty-minute blocks. Usually she 4ias to see everybody, explore 
every comer of the gym; Why is she still there? 

Twenty minutes later the same group is still dancing, I am uneasy 
now; this is simply not her pattern. I walk over and couch her aim and 
turn her to dance with me. Instantly the man grabs her arm and pulls 
her back, right out of my hands. I , take her arm again, give him a look 
tliat Would freeze blood, and yell, "I am her mother” over the blaring 
rock music. He backs off. My daughter and I and her best friend go off 
to dance together. 

After chat I keep an eye on her — and him. He ignores his own 
daughter?; but when he thinks I am riot looking, he finds mine and her 

-79- 
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best friend in a long line of Idds waiting to go under a UmbS'poIe. He 
looks around, then picks both of them up and throws them in the air, 
aD the time smilmg and laughing and focusing on them intently. ! step 
up, and he slips off. 

A. few days later I call on my daughter’s teacher. I w»s uncomfort- 
able, I tell-her. No other father in the room was hanging ^nd other 
people’s children in that way. It was. inappropriate, and if that man 
comes to school, I don't WMt him alone with my daughter. ^Funny you 
should say that," shesays. "He showed up for a field trip the other day 
He spent so much time with another child that I thought he was that 
child’s parent and sent a note home to the wtong family." 

I go home and tell my nanny : Soffleone’s'.gdng call, and it woii't be 
him; Likely it wifl be ihe child, perhaps the mom. 'JHieyre going to in- 
vite my daughter over to- play. Jtet be ready because she isn't going. 
"What do I say?’’ my nartny asks, panicked* "I don’t know what to say." 

I stare at her incredulously 'Tell them she's sick," I say mrenly. Tell . 
them, she was abducted by aliens. Tdl them she's pulling the wings off. 
flies or doing quadratic equations. I don't care what you tell, them. But 
she is never going.." 

Within a week, the call comes. 

I tell the parents of my daughter's best friend because she was tar- 
gfeted too* Ilicir daughter doesn't ^ either— for a while. But time and 
social norms wear her parents down. ."What could we say?" they ask 
me. "It was during the d^. He wasn’t home. I don't think he'd do any- 
thing during the dayWith the sitter there, do you?" 

Maybe he won’t, I think. : Maybe he isn’t even a child molester. 
Maybe I am wrong about. this.‘ But if he is, he will not hesitate to come 
home early from work, disniiss the sitter, and take a little girl’s trusting 
face in his hands and tell her he will teach her a new game. 

I don’t, know what to say to these parents, In their heart. of hearts ! 
• they :believe what they want to belies. He is middie-class,: wears a suit, 
goes to work every day. pays his bills, takes his family on vacation^ and 
seems like a nice person. He is a "nice" man in their world, and nice- 
Ress, they believe— they want badly to believe-^is a character trait, not 
a decision. 'They are of strangers, I am afraid of him. 
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Mr. Whitfield. Thank you, Dr. Salter. At this time, we will 
recognize Dr. Philip Jenkins for his 5-minute opening statement. 

Dr. Jenkins. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman, and members of 
the subcommittee. In the year 2000, 1 had access to the proceedings of a 
bulletin board which was the meeting center for very large scale dealers, 
traffickers, and manufacturers of child pornography. The material I 
found there surprised me enormously because it ran so contrary to 
everything in the literature. Quite a lot of the literature still suggests that 
child pom on the Internet is largely a myth or that it results from a 
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misinterpretation of ambiguous or relatively low level material. That 
turned out to be completely wrong, and in contrast to the material Mr. 
Eichenwald has described, and his work is of course very important. 

This was really the most dangerous hard core material that was being 
circulated, and I would ask you to focus just on the concept which is 
what is called the KG and KX series of child pornography. In the 1990s 
a man in Denmark or German had a wife who ran a kindergarten and in 
the space of a couple of years he took many thousands of images and 
videos of young girls aged between three and six, either nude or engaged 
in sex with adult men. The most loathsome kind of material, and that 
was only one sort of material that was available at that point. When you 
look at child pom offenders, when you read about somebody who has 
been arrested for the possession of say 50 images, please remember that 
there are many people out there whose collections mn between 50,000 
and 100,000. I believe the largest collection I have ever seen, in 
reference to 120,000 images. 

When we think about child pom offenders, please remember that 
these elite dealers and manufacturers exist out there in a very large way 
and have virtually no fear of law enforcement. There is something they 
are afraid of, but it is not law enforcement. What they are afraid of and 
the group that did them the most harm in the period of time we were 
looking at them was what you could only call cyber vigilantes, white hat 
hackers. These people spend a great deal of their time frankly making 
fun of law enforcement agencies, but when the subject of vigilantes, 
clinical people, people with their technical level of skill was raised, that 
is when they became alarmed. 

I came across many people in 2000 who had been working on the 
Internet, working on computers for 20 years back from the year 1980. 
Think of the level of experience and technical expertise they had and 
then imagine how difficult it is for an ordinary law enforcement agent to 
deal with that. The other word I want to emphasize here is global. This 
enterprise is absolutely global and the most important single thing that 
happened in the child porn world in the last 15 years was the 
liberalization of the Soviet Union, the break up of the Soviet Union and 
the East European nations. This is now, I believe, where a vast amount 
of this material is manufactured from which it is circulated. Just 
remember, for many of these consumers it is a very strong racial element. 
They used to have to deal with photos of Asian children, but now they 
have white blonde children and from this very racist mindset obviously, 
that is seen as so much more preferable. 

A very quick word finally on the subject of profiling. We have to be 
so careful about profiling because usually the people we are profiling are 
the ones who have been arrested and very often they are quite low level 
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figures. The thing that strikes you, if you look at the boards. Dr. Salter 
made a very wise observation that the offenders are the experts. I 
suggest that the offenders who have not yet been arrested are the experts 
because they very often speak— and I have absolute respect for her very 
valuable work. The most dangerous thing, and I echo what she says, is 
how normal they are, and these boards very often feature discussions 
about the morality of the trade. 

Somebody who is a major dealer will raise the subject has it occurred 
to you what we are doing is wrong, and they will bounce back on this for 
hours, and very often, as Mr. Eichenwald says, they were using 
children’s rights rhetoric; we are in this to defend children. So just to 
emphasize two things. No solution is going to happen unless it is on a 
global basis and involves international cooperation, but it is the technical 
people, the website providers, and very often the hackers who are the 
people who can make the largest single impact on this alarming subject. 
Thank you very much. 

[The prepared statement of Dr. Jenkins follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Dr. Philip Jenkins, Professor, History and Religious 
Studies, Pennsylvania State University 

I have published extensively on matters of ehild abuse and molestation, and ehild 
proteetion. Between 1999 and 2001, 1 had aeeess to a series of bulletin boards frequented 
by dealers, traffiekers and manufaeturers of ehild pornography, and also major eonsumers 
and eolleetors of this material. (I deseribe the eenter of this aetivity by the pseudonym 
“the Maestro Board”). Beeause this material was entirely verbal and text-based, I was 
able to aeeess it without eonfronting the legal and ethieal dilemmas involved in visiting 
sites where aetual images were portrayed. My findings were published in my 2001 book 
Beyond Tolerance: Child Pornography on the Internet (New York University Press). 
Though I have kept up with later developments in the field, I have made no attempt to 
revisit these boards, nor would this be possible today, sinee all are now password- 
proteeted, and the only way to gain aeeess would be to supply original material - that is, 
to provide fresh images or videos of ehildren. 

I would also stress other limitations of my study. For one thing, the boards I was 
observing entered to images of small girls, whereas the exeellent investigations of Kurt 
Eiehenwald foeused on sites dealing with young boys: the two areas of interest seem not 
to overlap in the slightest. From the nature of the material, moreover, I have no idea of 
the aetual identities of partieipants, nor the seale of the enterprise. In eases where I had 
any positive evidenee that might point to aetual identities or rings, I have supplied that 
information to law enforeement ageneies. I have also supplied these ageneies with full 
eopies of all the eleetronie materials I eolleeted during my study. 

Based on this researeh, I would draw several eonelusions. Exeept where stated 
otherwise, I believe that eaeh of these statements remains true today, and eonditions may 
aetually have beeome more serious 

1. Child pornography is not a myth 

It seems odd to start with sueh a statement, but it is neeessary. Even well-informed 
eommentators dismiss the ehild pom subeulture as a moralist myth, perhaps a kind of 
eonservative urban legend, like snuff films. Some years ago, in her otherwise engrossing 
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study of Internet eensorship debates, Net.Wars , Wendy Grossman oeeasionally refers to 
ehild pom as one of the faetors leading people to support restrietions, though in reality, 
(she asserts) only a “small amount of material... shows up on the Net.” She also writes 
that “many of the newsgroups with names like alt.binaries.pietures.erotiea.ehildren were 
probably started as tasteless jokes, and are largely taken up with messages flaming the 
groups.” This remark is ironie sinee alt.binaries.pietures.erotiea.pre-teen ( abpep-t ) is an 
all too real phenomenon: by 2000, abpep-t boasted some 40,000 postings, mainly images 
of young girls from toddlers through puberty, and this newsgroup for years served as a 
eentral institution of the kiddie pom Net-eulture. In Erode Innoeenee , his fine book on 
eontemporary attitudes to ehildhood sexuality, James Kineaid writes that in the mid- 
1990s, “researehers found nothing on the Internet that is not also in adult bookstores,” 
though there might be a marginal trade in ehild pom, “a eottage industry of sorts, a wary 
trading of photos and old magazines baek and forth among a small number of people.” 
Otherwise, he argues, the only people distributing ehild pom online are government 
ageneies, seeking to bait traps for pedophiles. Another major work on eommereialized 
sex is Laurenee O’Toole’s Pomoeopia . After deseribing a eelebrated ehild pom arrest in 
Great Britain, O’Toole argued that: 

When... the hullabaloo over transnational Internet ehild pom rings ultimately 
amounts (in the UK at least) to the possession of three images dating baek a quarter 
of a eentury, people are bound to wonder about the tme nature or extent of the 

dangers of ehild pom in eyberspaee a lot of the materials deseribed as ‘ehild 

pom’ are in faet nude pietures of ehildren taken from art- work, family albums and 
naturist materials. 

Many of the materials do indeed fall into these eategories, but hundreds of thousands of 
other images do not; and whereas a large number date baek a quarter of a eentury, many 
others were made this year. And they are far more alarming than these aeeounts would 
suggest. 

To illustrate this material at its vilest and most exploitative, we might eonsider the 
more reeent KG and KX series, the “kindergarten” photos, whieh together represented 
perhaps the most prized eolleetions available on the Net as of 2000-2001. KG is a series 
of many thousands of nude images of several very young girls, mainly aged between 
three and six years old, with eaeh item ineluding the girl’s name, like Helga, Inga, and so 
on. The photographs date from the mid-nineties, and they likely derive from either 
Germany or Seandinavia. In the words of one fan of the series, “Onee upon a time. There 
was a ehemist that had earned his Ph.D. Well, he got married and along with his wife 
opened up a day eare eenter. Well, as the story goes, he managed to take pietures of lots 
and lots of things. Eventually he got busted.” The KG eolleetion exists in parallel with a 
still more sought after version, KX, whieh depiets the same ehildren in hard eore sexual 
situations with one or more men. Put simply, most are pietures of four and five year old 
girls performing oral sex and masturbation on adult men. The immense popularity of the 
KG images ensured an enthusiastie market for KX, whieh entered general eireulation in 
2000. 

We should also remember the ease of “Helena,” probably a British girl, who, 
tragieally, was long one of the best-known sex stars on the Web worldwide. In the late 
1980s, as a little girl of seven or eight, Helena beeame the subjeet of a photo series whieh 
depieted her not only in all the familiar nude poses of hard-eore pornography, but also 
showed her in numerous sex aets with Gavin, a boy of about the same age. Both are 
reportedly shown having sex with an adult man, presumably Helena’s father. The images 
are eolleetively known by various names, but the eommonest is “hel-lo,” that is, 
“Helena/lolita.” Sinee their first appearanee, they have had an astonishing afterlife, and 
probably not a day has passed without the hel-lo images appearing anew on some 
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electronic server somewhere in the world, and they are cherished by thousands of 
collectors worldwide. They seem to be the standard starter kit for child pom novices. In 
addition, Helena’s pictures form part of a much larger series, known under titles like hel- 
anal, hel-cum, hel-louise, and so on. Hel-lo itself was recently described by a child pom 
enthusiast as 

the greatest HC [hardcore] series ever made! She was ‘acting’ since she was a 
toddler until she was twelve years old, which means there are thousands of pics of 
her in action out there somewhere! No other series compares! ! ! 

In addition to the traffic in visual images, many Usenet sites cater to pedophile interests 
through stories and written fantasies, which are entirely supplied by amateurs catering to 
other enthusiasts. In the language of the dissident underground of the old USSR, they are 
purely samizdat , “self-published.” These stories are originally posted in Usenet groups, 
and subsequently collected in open websites. These written works are almost certainly 
legal protected speech within the United States, which is paradoxical in that these stories 
are often grossly violent or even homicidal in their content. To put the paradox at its 
simplest, a photograph of a naked five year old girl happily eating an ice cream on the 
beach may be criminalized, even if the child is shown accompanied by doting parents, but 
it is quite legal to publish a detailed fantasy about the rape, torture and murder of the 
same child. To give an idea of the content of some of these tales, the following represents 
a selection of the new stories listed on one extreme content site a few years ago, together 
with the editor’s summaries of the themes offered in each case (NC is non-consensual, 
“scat” is scatological, “ws” means water sports or urination, snuff means killing): 

14 Year Old Avenger by brisko65 (Pedo, Bi sex. Scat, WS, Vomit, Animal, Torture, 
Spanking, Snuff, Incest) 

A Hunt by ***** (Rape, Torture, Cannibalism, Snuff) 

A Little Inheritance by S.o.S. (Incest-daddy/daughter, Pedo, Oral) 

A Night in the Kids Room by S.o.S. (Pedo/toddler, Incest-brothers/sisters, Oral, 
Anal, Gangbang) 

Amanda the Slut Episode 1 by sex freak (Preteen, NC, S/M, Suggested snuff) 

Anne by Kinnik (Rape, Pedo, Torture, Snuff) 

B&B 2-Dad visits Kids by Chucketal (Incest-father/son, Pedo) 

Baby in the Arcade by S.o.S. (Drug use, Pedo, Toddler rape) 

Baby Sex is the Best - Part II by Evil Dad (Child rape & abuse, Pedo, Scat, WS) 
Children's Ward by xtight (Pedo, Anal) 

Do You like my Bottom Daddy? by UK Snowy (Oral incest-father/daughter, Pedo) 
Fucking in the Family - The Tradition Continues by Fund Pasand (Incest- whole 
family, Pedo, First time) 

Nigger Fust by N-lover (Hetero sex, Pedo, Racist, Interracial, Scat, WS) 

Off the Bone by UK Snowy (Rape, Pedo) 

The Most Perfect iQby***** (Bi sex, Pedo, Fisting) 

By no means all story groups are anything like so bizarre or repulsive in their 
content, and this is avowedly an extreme site. Nevertheless, the predominance of 
underage themes is notable. Of 44 new stories listed at this site in April 2000, no less 
than twenty included “pedo” (pedophile) or “preteen” as one of their subject keywords. 

2.The available material is vast in scale, and new material is coming on line more or 
less daily 

Just how easy it is to find these materials needs to be stressed. Both the price and 
quality of illegal commodities are greatly affected by the relative success of law 
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enforcement intervention. When for instance police and customs are waging a 
particularly successful war against the cocaine trade, making major seizures, the price of 
cocaine on American streets rises steeply, while the quality of the substance being 
retailed falls dramatically. Conversely, weaker police responses are reflected in bargain 
basement prices and higher purity at street level. Applying this analogy to child 
pornography produces disturbing results. In the mid-1970s, a child pom magazine 
containing thirty or so pictures might cost ten dollars in an American city. Today, the 
entire contents of that same magazine are available through the Internet for free, as are 
tens of thousands of other more recent counterparts. A month or so of free web-surfing 
could easily accumulate a child pom library of several thousand images. The only 
payments or charges involved would be the standard fees for computer connect time, and 
the cost of storage materials. Prices in the child pom world have not just fallen, they have 
all but been eliminated. “Quality” has also improved immeasurably, in terms of the range 
of materials on offer: arguably, the images now coming on line are becoming ever more 
explicit and hard-core. Applying the dmg analogy suggests that the role of law 
enforcement in regulating supply is approximately zero. I want to keep this problem in 
perspective, since the actual numbers of hardcore traffickers are not vast: we are probably 
talking about a subculture numbered in the tens of thousands worldwide, together with a 
significant number of casual browsers, but even so, the scale of the enterprise they 
support is depressing, as is the constant infusion of new materials. 

To put this in context, I would suggest that thee typical major collector would 
possess upwards of forty or fifty thousand items, videos and images, tho9ugh collections 
do mn into the 100,000-plus range. This is worth remembering when we read about child 
pom arrests of some individual who has perhaps fifty or a hundred such images. 

3.The child porn subculture on the internet is not based on any close-knit hierarchy, 
but rather involves a network of individuals who probably do not know each other’s 
names. Though networks certainly exist, they are numerous and quite distinct from 
each other. There is no single “child porn mafia” 

In the countless board discussions on security, one recurrent theme is that of “safety 
in numbers”, in other words, that pom users could in theory be tracked down, but the 
sheer volume of traffic makes this next to impossible. In a discussion of the wisdom of 
using abpep-t , the child pom gum “Godfather Corleone” advised that 

There are millions of people using newsgroups, and tens of thousands of them do 

visit abpep-t on a very regular base. Therefore the likelihood the server would want 

to spend time tracing someone down for visiting a newsgroup they are responsible 

for providing people with, is rather small. 

Such comments raise the difficult but inevitable question of just how large a community 
we are dealing with, and the Godfather’s remark about “tens of thousands” is not only 
plausible, but perhaps modest. 

At a given moment on an average day, the main flagship discussion board contained 
contributions from about sixty or so pseudonymous contributors, though that is only a 
snapshot, and the total contributing during a whole day is considerably larger. Given the 
delicate subject matter, the figure for “lurkers” (people who observe but do not 
contribute) is likely to be far larger than for typical Usenet groups. At a minimum, the 
Maestro community certainly ran into several thousand. A useful analogy may be 
provided by other less popular child pom sites which record the number of hits for each 
posting. The volume of hits largely depends on the plausibility that the original message 
does in fact lead to a genuine CP site, but where the poster is well-known and tmsted, the 
number of hits is usually between two and four thousand, and may well approach ten 
thousand. Of course, a person might visit a particular site only sporadically, or 
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concentrate only on one board to the exclusion of others. Still, that provides an absolute 
minimum for the size of the core CP community on the Internet, those who frequent at 
least one of the various boards on a regular basis: we have already seen that egroups sites 
with child pom content can mn to several thousand members. Confirming this scale, G- 
Man, one of the most experienced contributors to the flagship board, wrote that “To each 
of my posts I get approx 1,000 to 5,000 visitors to my site (nearly 90,000 in the past five 
weeks!)” 

Gauging the scale of the pedophile audience is a frequent talking point on the 
boards. One recent posting ran as follows: 

When you think about it, just how many lola lovers do we have here, maybe? 
10,000 15,000 visit this board, what about other boards, and what of the others that 
can not find this and other boards? I have seen some of the log files from some of 
the net’s search engines, and the top search is childpom and all the Lola lovers that 
don't have a computer, there must be millions out there some where ;). 

Others agreed: 

*Tomcat> I had a site posted here with a counter that showed approx. 3,000 access 
after 4 hours, before the site was shut down. Extrapolate this to a whole day could 
be 18,000 only from this board at one day. And there are many more surfing in 
news (probable ratio 1:10 or more) and other boards. The number is constantly 
increasing as more people get access to the net. There was about half of them about 
half a year ago, and the increase itself is increasing. So no need to feel alone. I 
guess the ratio of posters and lookers on this board is about 1:100 or more.... That's 
the reason why I'm always stating that busting them all would hurt national 
economics. 

* Zep > 12 months ago site, which had links to BBS's on its front page, was 
getting over 30,000 hits a day before the counter was taken off *** BBS its 'finest 
hour' (when this BBS went down for about 3 days about 6 months ago), was getting 
over 50,000 hits a day over this period. No, we are not alone in this world. 

I stress, though, that we are dealing with core activists, since casual browsers might be 
much more numerous. 

Putting the different boards together, I would guess that the core population as of 
year 2000 should be counted somewhere in the range of perhaps fifty to a hundred 
thousand individuals, though that is a very loose figure. It is also a global number: 
perhaps a third of these are located in the US. Given the phenomenal expansion of the 
Internet since the mid-1990s, we can assume that this figure is changing very rapidly, and 
certainly expanding. While some old hands send farewell messages explaining that their 
interests have moved on to other things, almost every day on the boards we find first 
postings by recently arrived “newbies.” 

It is even more difficult to assess the demographics of the audience for this (or any) 
board. In many situations on the Internet, people tend to assume personas which are not 
necessarily their own, and in an illegal setting like this there are powerful reasons to 
affect a different identity. A general impression, though, suggests that the vast majority of 
contributors to the board fall into the category of males, aged between perhaps 25 and 55, 
mainly white but with a sizable Asian minority. This would certainly account for the vast 
majority of recorded arrests. My impression may be false in a number of ways, as several 
major users at least claim to be much younger than this would suggest, aged in their late 
teens. Given the distribution of computer skills across the population, a large cohort of 
teens and young adults would be quite predictable. 
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Nor can we say much about participants’ regional or occupational backgrounds, 
except to say that both are highly diverse. This is indicated by the membership of the 
Wonderland Club, which as we will see, was a closed network of elite traffickers broken 
up in 1998. The Wonderland group included some two hundred members in over forty 
countries, including the US, Great Britain, Australia, Italy, France, Norway, Sweden, 
Germany, Austria, Belgium, Finland, and Portugal. American members included “an 
engineer from Portland, Maine, a scientist in New Britain, Conn. Other suspected 
members lived in sleepy towns like Broken Arrow, Oklahoma; Lawrence, Kansas; and 
Kennebunk, Maine.... A suspect living in a trailer park in St. Charles, Mo., was arrested 
after agents found, along with child pom, firearms and a stash of the black powder used 
to make bombs. According to Customs agents, a law student in New York City threw his 
hard drive into a neighbor's yard.” Of the first eight members charged in the UK, we find 
three computer consultants, unsurprisingly in view of the level of expertise required for 
this world, but there were also two taxi drivers, and three men who were described as 
unemployed. 

Gender represents another controversial point. Messages are often posted by 
individuals identifying themselves as women, and these claim that far more adult women 
are sexually interested in young girls than is commonly realized. One of the major posters 
on the boards over the last year or two bears the handle “Goddess.” Goddess’s real 
identity is controversial. Asked to speculate on the appearance of contributors, one 
contributor wrote that he saw “Goddess as a rebellious schoolgirl with holes in her jeans 
(probably she is a he and 50 years old).” Still, lending credibility to claims of female 
involvement, there are documented cases of girls and women being involved in making 
and distributing electronic child pom, although I presume they represent a small minority 
of activity. Generally, we can safely assume that the bulk of board traffic is the work of 
white men in their thirties and forties. 

4.Many of those involved in the subculture are strikingly “normal”. This has critical 
implications for the potential for deterrence. 

The reasons why adults become sexually interested in children are much debated, 
but given that this enthusiasm does exist, it is not difficult to see why it should find such 
a friendly environment on the Internet, with its anonymity and its ability to transcend 
jurisdictional borders. We can also appreciate how novices should find it so easy to be 
drawn into the subculture, and once involved, to absorb its values and practices. In many 
ways, the seemingly aberrant world of child pom on the Net represents not a total break 
with approved mainstream ways and mores, but their extension into illegality. 

Some degree of tolerance of illegality is common to Internet culture in general. The 
whole world of electronic communication has developed so rapidly that mles and laws 
are poorly formulated, and it is common and approved practice for computer users to 
violate regulations. People who would never dream of committing larceny or burglary in 
the “real” material world think nothing of hacking an Internet site, using a purloined 
password, or copying software illegally, while a widespread opinion holds that copyright 
mles simply do not exist on the Net. If something works and produces benefit without 
harming an individual (as opposed to a faceless corporation) then it is acceptable and 
approved. Even if technically criminal, misdeeds on computers are likely to be viewed by 
many as pranks rather than heinous offenses, and this approach is largely shared by the 
media. When, as happens from time to time, a hacker succeeds in changing the website of 
a police agency so that it suddenly depicts hard-core pornographic material, the news 
media tend to report the story as quirky or humorous, rather than a dreadful crime 
(sabotaging or closing down a popular site is a different matter). The idea of seeking 
forbidden material on the Internet is natural and even socially approved, so that the heroic 
deeds of hackers and outlaw computer wizards are the subject of a hundred Hollywood 
films. When some years ago an Israeli teenager hacked into important US government 
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sites, that nation’s then Prime Minister, Benjamin Netanyahu, offered the Amerieans a 
eursory apology, but used the ineident at home to boast of Israel’s teehnologieal prowess 
and sense of adventure. Conversely, authorities who try and prevent these efforts are 
reaetionaries, stuffed shirts, eontrol freaks: the enemy. 

Oeeasionally, the fervently libertarian ethos of the Internet ean extend even to 
something as eondemned as ehild pom. In a eurious ease in 1998, the manager of a small 
Californian ISP diseovered a ehild pom web site, whieh she duly reported to authorities, 
and then tried herself to gain more information about the site’s operators. She soon 
eneountered a fiereely eritieal reaetion from other Internet users, ineluding a haeking 
attaek that shut down her site. The issue was less toleranee of ehild porn as sueh than her 
apparent vigilantism, and her willingness to draw offieialdom into what should ideally be 
the self-regulating world of the Net. 

On the Internet, mles are made to be broken. This attitude is faeilitated by the user’s 
psyehologieal sense that whatever oeeurs in a eomputer transaetion takes plaee within his 
or her own private spaee. Although one is visiting a site based in Singapore, the 
individual is viewing it on a sereen at home in London or in an offiee in Los Angeles, and 
it is intuitively obvious that this is where the transaetion is really oeeurring. One ean after 
all intermpt the proeess at any time to get up and make eoffee or wash the ear. The 
attitude seems to be that it is my home, my desk, my eomputer, and my business what I 
do with it. This is one reason for the feroeious opposition to sehemes to tax eommereial 
transaetions on-line: why should the state of California, say, be able to eharge sales tax 
on business whieh is self-evidently done on a desktop in Conneetieut? This sense of 
private spaee also promotes a sense of invulnerability: it is diffieult to take seriously all 
the jeremiads about the laek of privaey on the Net when the user feels that he or she is 
pursuing a personal interest at home, with no one apparently watehing. Even in the ease 
of ehild pornography, the absolute legal prohibition on private use is not as widely 
understood as one may think. In a surprising survey some years ago, Kimberly MeCabe 
questioned a sample of eitizens who attended law enforeement-sponsored erime-wateh 
meetings in two eities in the US South, people who might be presumed to have some 
interest in eriminal justiee issues. Even so, a third of her sample agreed with the 
statement that “Downloading ehild pornography from a newsgroup is legal.” Just under 
eight pereent believed that “Possession of sexual material involving a minor is legal,” and 
the same proportion felt that “viewing eomputer-generated ehildren in sexual materials is 
okay.” 

Also making the ehild porn subeulture more apparently aeeeptable is the laek of 
overtly deviant behaviors or markers assoeiated with the aetivity. Partieipants do not 
assume an overtly deviant role in the way that they would if they joined a gang or eult: 
they need not shave their heads, wear speeial elothing, or attend a meeting every week or 
even every year, nor need they reloeate to a eompound or eommune. Entering the ehild 
pom eulture might mean assuming or affeeting a deviant identity, but one that has no 
physieal manifestations, or whieh need eontinue after one has switehed off the eomputer. 
This partieular subeulture is one whieh ean be joined without physieally moving into a 
strange or dangerous-seeming environment, a biker bar, sex elub or dmg supermarket, 
though in praetiee, using the eomputer at home ean lead to far more perilous 
eonsequenees than any of these plaees. 

It is useful to eompare the proeess of aeeessing ehild pom on the Internet today, 
whieh is absolutely illegal, with the semi-tolerated matter of purehasing a magazine of 
this sort in an urban bookstore in 1975. Although the bookstore patron was mnning little 
or no risk of offieial sanetion, it was self-evident from the surroundings and the soeial 
eontext that the purehaser was in deviant territory, both physieally and metaphorieally. 
The store was likely in a “bad part of town,” in a physieal setting perhaps not far removed 
from aetive prostitution and dmg use, and not somewhere where one would wish to be 
seen. In eontrast, the modem eomputer user is, in every sense, at home with ehild 
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pornography. Today, there appears to be no entry fee to the subeulture, no risk or 
eommitment, and that is perhaps the most dangerous delusion in the whole proeess. 

In many ways, too, ehild pom users are extrapolating from the soeially 
eommonplaee. On the Internet, sexual material and adult pornography is extremely 
abundant, and generally tolerated, despite the eontinuing protests of eonservative 
moralists. Pornography sites are well frequented, and little soeial stigma attaehes to 
seeking sueh material through improper means, for instanee by using eomputers in 
libraries or sehools. Sueh misdeeds are often the subjeet of humor rather than serious 
eondemnation, even when the users are young teenagers. A person aeeessing sex sites 
from a workplaee eomputer might teehnieally be violating eorporate mles, but aeeording 
to most views, is no more eriminal than a eolleague who takes home pens or paperelips. 
Many pom sites also “push the envelope” in terms of the strange and perverse praetiees 
whieh they depiet, ineluding sadomasoehism, bestiality and toilet funetions. 
Oeeasionally, too, amateur sites in whieh posters offer home-made pietures of wives and 
(adult) girlfriends will throw in a soft-eore image of a pubeseent girl, and the responses 
suggest that this aetion is seen only as mildly naughty, perhaps a form of tweaking 
authority. Seeking bizarre or shoeking sexual images on the Internet does not of itself 
eontradiet deeply held soeial values, espeeially when - as it appears - the searehing is 
done in private. 

S.Dealers, traffickers, consumers and collectors of child porn may or may not be 
personally engaged in actual molestation. From the nature of the evidence, we are 
over-informed about those individuals who actually do molest, and who are 
probably not typical of the whole community. That point is not intended as a 
defense of the community, but is rather pointed at the best means of combating 
them. 

The actual relationship between child pom and child abuse is open to debate, no 
matter how firmly such a linkage has come to be viewed as a social orthodoxy. The 
difficulty is that solid data on the question are all but unobtainable, and official figures 
are highly suspect. To illustrate the problems with available evidence, let us assume that 
ninety percent of child pom consumers never become involved in abuse or molestation, 
and confine their illegal activities to merely viewing and collecting images. I have no 
idea what the actual figure is, but as I will suggest, nor does anybody else. These 
individuals are extremely unlikely to find their way into the criminal justice system, 
unless they attempt to trade images, or barring accidental finds on their hard drives. 
Conversely, the minority of users who are also molesters are far more likely to be 
arrested and prosecuted: they might try to seduce youngsters online, or else abduct or 
molest the children of friends or neighbors. For whatever reason, the police will probably 
apprehend them, and will discover child pom collections upon searching their 
belongings. In consequence, the ten percent of CP consumers who are also abusers will 
make up a sizable (and wholly disproportionate) majority of child pom arrests. This 
allows anti-pom activists to state, quite accurately, that “in the vast majority of child pom 
arrests, the individual involved is also found to be a molester:” listeners are encouraged 
to draw the (unwarranted) conclusion that child pomographers are necessarily abusers, 
and perhaps vice versa. In fact, the statistics establish no causal link between child pom 
materials and actual behavior, any more than the similar observation that most sex 
criminals also enjoy adult pom. The statement that “Most rapists watch pom videos” 
cannot be translated as “Most people who watch pom videos become rapists.” 
Conceivably, perhaps ninety or ninety-five percent of child pom fans commit abuse, or 
perhaps the figure is closer to five or ten percent: the reality may just be unknowable. 

Official statistics (arrests and prosecutions) tell us mainly about those inept and 
seemingly atypical offenders who fail to take the obvious precautions, and who get 
caught. If for instance we wanted to study the child porn world from media or official 
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sources, we might collect media reports of investigations and arrests of the sort which 
appear regularly in most advanced nations. Over the last few years, regional newspapers 
in the United States have reported hundreds of such stories, involving all sorts of 
individuals, including priests, politicians, police officers and executives, as well as 
ordinary citizens. Such stories mainly hit the headlines when they involve teachers or 
others working with youth, but celebrities are also newsworthy. But such instances 
represent only the tip of an iceberg. To quote one of the gurus of the electronic child pom 
world, “Godfather Corleone,” 

Looking at the enormous amount of lolita-lovers out there, very, very few get 
arrested, the opposite of what most newbies [novices] seem to believe is the case, 
those that actually do get arrested, do not get arrested for downloading or uploading 
to abpep-t or visiting sites. Most people that get arrested do so for the following 
reasons: 1. they had to repair their PC when those repairing the PC discovered pics 
on the harddrive. 2. they have been trading thm e-mail. 3. they have been using ICQ 
/ IRC [chat-lines] for lolita business. 

Both trading and chat-lines are so deadly because one is dealing with faceless 
individuals who often prove to be police officers masquerading either as fellow 
enthusiasts, or as underage girls: avoiding such chat facilities is a primary mle offered to 
novices in this underworld. Another participant on a child pom bulletin board, “Granpa 
Bob,” claimed that recent arrests in the US could be categorized as follows: “It was 
basically 75% caught e-mail trading with an LEA [law enforcement agency], 20% by 
computer repair shops, and 1% caught by either association with known traders or by do- 
gooders reporting them.” It is very rare for individuals to be arrested for posting child 
pom, and virtually unheard of to be caught “just looking.” 

In the vast majority of cases which come to court, child pomographers are caught 
for another unrelated offense such as molestation, which leads to the serendipitous 
discovery of a collection of images. Though no case is wholly typical, a fairly 
representative example involves the man in Revere, Massachusetts, who was arrested 
after a young boy complained that he had been videotaped while having sex. When police 
searched the suspect’s premises, they found four thousand computerized images of 
underage boys, as well as a hundred indecent videotapes. In a case in Northern California 
in 2000, child pom charges surfaced as an incidental element in a suspected murder 
investigation. Even where pom alone is the major issue at stake, offenders have almost 
gone out of their way to draw attention to themselves, for instance by viewing illegal 
materials on computers in public libraries! As long as enthusiasts maintain their interests 
solely within the virtual realm, observing pictures but not seeking to collect or apply the 
electronic fantasies in the world of lived action, they appear to be safe from detection. 
The virtual world genuinely is protected territory. 

By definition, studies of arrests or convictions only reveal the failures within the 
electronic child pom world. The cases which come to light fulfil a kind of Darwinian 
function, since they remove from the subculture those least fit to adapt and survive, and 
thus ensure the efficiency of those who remain. Nor can figures for arrests tell us much 
about the scale or the geography of electronic trafficking. If a hundred men were 
suddenly arrested for computer child pom offenses in Eos Angeles, that would not 
necessarily show that that city was a particular center for this activity, but would rather 
indicate the interests and technical abilities of law enforcement agencies in that area. 
Perhaps such a campaign would further reveal that child pomographers in this region are 
singularly neglectful of security precautions. It is a tmism, but criminal statistics measure 
official behavior, and nothing more. 
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6.The child porn underworld is absolutely multinational and global 

A glimpse at any of the boards will demonstrate the thoroughly globalized nature of 
the ehild pornography trade. The whole ehild pom underworld survives and flourishes by 
exploiting differenees between the legal systems of different eountries, between eountries 
that have radieally different attitudes to the whole area of ehildhood sexuality, or whieh 
observe marginal distinetions over the age of eonsent or the definitions of obseenity. 
Through the early 1980s, ehild pornography magazines were still legally and publiely 
aeeessible in the Netherlands, posing severe diffieulties for poliee in other European 
nations, who fought hard against importation. Though hard-eore ehild pom largely 
moved underground by the 1990s, several eountries retained mueh more relaxed attitudes 
about ehild sexuality, whieh affeeted their views of what eould legitimately be portrayed 
on the Web. While US law strietly prohibits all depletions of nude or suggestively elad 
ehildren, European eountries tend to be more liberal about showing simple nudity in a 
non-sexual eontext, as in a nudist eamp. Naturist magazines like the German Jung und 
Frei and the Freneh Jeune et Naturel eireulated freely in Europe through the late 1990s. 
At least until reeently, there was no reason why a Swedish server eould not present a 
pieture of a group of naked ten year old girls on a beaeh playing volleyball, say, though 
this pieture would be strietly eontraband when it was reeeived on Ameriean soil. 

In addition, many of the hard-eore images eireulated on the Net are the ineidental 
produets of “sex tourism.” These portray white men having sex with young Asian or 
Latina girls, and are presumably souvenirs taken by sex tourists visiting Third World 
eountries over the last deeade or two: Thailand, Sri Lanka and Indonesia are the main 
Asian venues, while the Latin Ameriean pietures eould be from any of a dozen eountries. 
These pietures are distinguished from others of the genre by the faet that the men in 
question rarely attempt to eoneeal their faees, presumably seeure in the knowledge that 
they were eommitting no erime under loeal laws: as we will see, the legal environment 
has sinee ehanged to make sueh negleet of seeurity preeautions very risky indeed. 

The boards are eosmopolitan. While the major sites were (as of 2001) based in 
Japan, most users are from North Ameriea and Europe, and the main working languages 
are English and German. Speeifie debates may proeeed in a variety of other languages, 
ineluding Spanish, Swedish, Duteh, Portuguese, and indeed most of the European 
languages. There are exehanges in tongues like Turkish, Tagalog and Guarani, and other 
languages that I eannot identify, though I ean at least reeognize all the European 
languages. In a typieal board exehange between, say, five or six individuals, two may be 
based in the US, two in Europe, one in Malaysia and one in Japan: there is no way for the 
easual observer to diseover this. Indieations might be provided by linguistie peeuliarities, 
for example the use of English or Australian spelling or slang, sueh as “Em off to the pub 
for a pint,” “eolour” for “eolor,” or “kniekers” for girls’ underwear, while eomplainers 
are “whingers.” Equally likely, partieipants in a quite different nation might be affeeting 
these habits in order to divert attention from their real loeation, just as the often dreadful 
spelling and grammar found in messages may be a ruse to feign ignoranee of English. 

Deeeption of this kind is rampant on the boards. When listing survival tips for 
subeulture members, one board partieipant ineluded the adviee, “Write in English in this 
board and never in your own mother language, if you have one. Don't speak about very 
personal things, whieh eould help to identify you after eolleeting some more 
informations.” The phrasing of the seeond sentenee (“more informations”) implies that 
the poster, “Thor,” is not a native speaker, but he might well be an Ameriean or Canadian 
pretending to employ foreign usage. In another instanee, “Roeky” quoted a story from a 
Detroit newspaper, and eoneluded, “Is any one heard of this news and whieh eountry this 
Detroit belong to?” I have no idea if this is genuine ignoranee, or ingenious eamouflage. 
“Darkstar” remarks, “don’t forget the wise ones who have been here for years know all 
this, and be telling you they live in the UK or Belize, Canada, whilst they really in 
Cali[fomia].” 
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Similar caution is advised for those making pornographic images, since actual 
locations might well be revealed by incidental objects in the background. In one case, the 
maker of the notorious Marion series was detected because the setting was recognized as 
in Germany, leading federal police in that nation to circulate Marion’s photograph. 
Responding to this arrest, one board member wrote “This case is a good example what 
not to do when posting. Many people look alike on a world wide basis, however when 
you show locations and identifiable clothing to verify identity you are asking for trouble.” 
It would not be beyond the capacity of a pomographer to litter a room with magazines in 
some foreign language to conceal the fact that the shoot was actually occurring in, say, 
Illinois. The need for such cosmopolitanism is constantly stressed: when asked for the 
best means of securing a truly anonymous e-mail account, “Helper” wrote “ Do not use 

sites like Hotmail Best to go to some boolah-boolah country in Africa or Asia, or sites 

in the ".nu" neighborhood [Nauru]. Never your own country, as this only makes legal 
issues easier for LEA's.” Darkstar advised, “Just use good proxies, make sure they have 
nym status, and operate out of territories like Tibet, China, Taiwan, Russia, Singapore, 
Mongolia etc. And alter the time domain in your computer, this is an ID parameter in 
conjunction with your isp IP that ties you down.” 

In addition, the typical posting of a pom website indicates a total neglect of 
frontiers: the site is posted by an American on a European server, announced on a 
Japanese server, with passwords posted at a site notionally based in Naum or Tonga, 
while those downloading the pictures might be from fifty countries. One would need a 
thorough education in international law to understand the problems in legal jurisdiction 
which it poses: what crimes have been committed, where, and what agencies might 
conceivably be involved? And where exactly has this occurred, except in the emerging 
nation of Cyberia? Though the whole transaction originates on one computer in 
California, the complete story has literally unfolded across the globe. 

Moreover, outside western Europe, large areas of the world make virtually no 
pretense at combating underage sex or child pornography, and from the nature of the 
web, there need be only one bandit country to sabotage all international arrangements. In 
fact, there are dozens of such wayward states, which pay little attention to suppressing 
child pornography or, much more serious, child prostitution. Former Communist 
countries tend to be lax in this regard, and much material prohibited elsewhere stems 
quite freely from Russia, Poland and the Czech Republic. This trend reflects the extreme 
weakness of law enforcement in those societies, as well as a common desire to break 
away from Communist austerity. 

The upsurge of Russian and East European content has revolutionized the content of 
the child pom world. Nudist sites are prevalent, while many pictures emanating from 
Russia are unashamedly pornographic, and often extremely hard-core. They are 
immensely popular because they depict subjects in contemporary settings, and thus form 
a dramatic contrast to much of the older materials, which largely depicted either 
contemporary Asian girls, or Euro-American children in conspicuously dated 1970s 
settings. Also, and cmcially for many fans, the subjects are white: a distaste or even 
loathing for non-white subject is a recurrent theme in exchanges. Some astute fraudsters 
exploit the Russian reputation for cormption by advertising child pom sites with Russian 
domain names, that is, the suffix “m.” Foreigners avidly flock to such sites believing they 
will thereby gain access to utterly uncensored materials, but they are often disappointed, 
and some m sites are among the most notorious examples of bogus and deceptive 
advertising. They offer tantalizing samples, take money, but deliver nothing. In passing, 
it is one of the great ironies of modem history that the hammer and sickle emblem now 
often serves as a symbol of extreme hedonism, and provides a logo for the hardest of hard 
core web-sites. Czech sites are also popular. As an enthusiastic board participant wrote in 
2000: “Czech Republic liberal! You can search, view and store pedo material without any 
penalty. For trading is maximum penalty one year.” This country is a major source of 
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images of nude young boys, though as in Seandinavia, depieting sexual aetivity in sueh 
eontexts is strietly taboo. 

The ehild pom boards offer mueh adviee on how to find eountries where underage 
sex is readily available, and where ehild pornography ean easily be obtained or, indeed, 
manufaetured. The lax morality prevailing in former Communist nations is a eommon 
theme: 

* RaNDoM > If you guys are tired of the US why don't you move out .... I've lived 
here in Siberia for the past year now and it's absolute Loli-Heaven! You ean't go 
wrong with the former Soviet Union. Or if it's a little out of your budget then 
eonsider Mexieo. For a few dollars (not pesos) the eops'll look the other way. It's 
where I used to live. 

* Cross > I hear Russia is beeoming the epieenter of Loliland. Sueh information in 
general should help everybody in matters sueh as proxies, setting up sites, and many 
more. 

* Greasey > in Russia be prepared to get mugged and maybe even killed. Russia 
has no law now, the Russian mafia mns the whole eountry 

* TEST ONE > if you have enough money, people at the [Moseow] Crime Dept, 
will drive you to the girls 

In answer to a question about one photo series, G-Man replied, 

Eooks Rumanian to me... In some plaees there you ean just go to an orphanage and 
give the adults some money (not a lot - many have not been paid their wages in 
years!) and you ean have your way with some of the kids... The only thing is - the 
ehildren have never even seen a bath and the beds have never been eleaned. They 
also shave the heads of the kids, so you'll have to do a bald girl. 

After a deeade of extreme laissez faire, some east European eountries may finally be 
undergoing a moral reaetion. Czeeh laissez-faire seems to be weakening as the eountry 
beeomes ever more elosely integrated into the European eeonomie and politieal order, 
and there have been major eraekdowns in reeent months. Poland too has reeently passed 
stringent anti-pom legislation, whieh if enforeed would suppress most adult soft-eore 
material, but it remains to be seen how far sueh aetion would extend to the Internet. Nor 
is there mueh likelihood that eountries like Russia or Rumania will return to anything like 
Stalinist moral diseipline in the foreseeable future, or will sueeeed in regulating their 
thriving organized erime enterprises. 

Despite the attention paid to the former Communist world and Japan, most “bandit” 
eountries are however found in the Third World nations of Asia and Latin Ameriea, 
where westerners ean readily find underage sex, as well as visual depletions of sueh 
aetivity. In eoming years, these nations may also host the eleetronie servers eentral to the 
ehild pom world. 

In 1999, one eorrespondent asked the Maestro eommunity, “Generally speaking - 
Where do you think the best plaee to travel to? Does anyone want to eome along?” He 
reeeived numerous replies, most highlighting the Third World: 

* Ms Kniekerworthy > Israel is a good plaee for pristine preteen arse... If you're not 
fussy about skin eolour or AIDS then try Fiji, Bali, Jamaiea, and similar Third 
World holes. 

* jo > Contrary to popular belief the Philippines is still one of the best plaees to go 
but you have to be very eautious. Stay away from the tourist areas. The baek streets 
of Manila are a good plaee to walk around mid afternoon. People are very friendly, 
and very poor. 
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* Pedro Phylle > As suggested above, stiek with the poorer, undeveloped eountries 
sueh as Latin Ameriea, Balkans or preferably S.E. Asia. In Bangkok, go to a red 
light distriet named Patpong.... Very lax laws and you don't have to worry about 
getting mugged or killed. To be really safe, talk to a eabbie and some of them will 
have a photo album of lovelies. Take your piek and he will deliver to your hotel 
room. 

* Soldo > By and large. Northern Europe ineluding Seandinavia is very anti-pedo, 
Holland seems somewhat more tolerant than its neighbors. Southern Europe is more 
relaxed and a lot of the old Eastern European states don't have many laws in plaee - 
and if they do then don't enforee them beeause of laek of funds. Thailand seems to 
enforee laws only for the purpose of satisfying western govts, but if you're the one 
eaught then look out. Most other S.E. Asian and Third world eountries have far 
more pressing needs for their funds than stamping out loli material ete. 

The easy availability of ehild sex in many third world nations means that pomographie 
images are readily obtained, and eontinuing levels of poverty in these eountries suggests 
that this problem will not be eliminated for many years. 

7.The child porn underworld demonstrates extraordinarily high levels of technical 
capacity, probably far above that of most of the law enforcement agencies 
attempting to combat them. Often, investigations and convictions grow out of 
chance discoveries. 

Already by the late 1980s, pedophiles and ehild pornography enthusiasts were 
among the most experieneed and knowledgeable members of the eomputerized 
eommunieation world, so they were magnifieently plaeed to benefit from the many 
teehnologieal leaps of the next few years. Operating websites was a vastly easier matter 
than the ehore of running traditional BBS’s, and offered the virtues (and the dangers) of a 
mueh wider audienee. Instead of trading between a few dozen enthusiasts in a partieular 
eity or region, it was now feasible to gain instant aeeess to materials emanating from 
other eontinents, and from eountries with very different legal environments. Moreover, as 
eomputers themselves beeame faster, with far larger memories and faster proeessors, it 
beeame possible to store and transmit mueh more eomplex information, ineluding large 
numbers of high-resolution eolor images, and movies. The ehild pom subeulture on the 
Internet now began a boom that shows no sign of waning. 

There are today veterans whose eareers in eireulating eleetronie ehild pom span 
twenty years or more. These dinosaurs oeeasionally reminisee about the primitive ages: 
“Hey, I remember things before there was abpep-t . Zmodem 8088 PC, 20 Meg hard drive 
with RGB monitor, when there wasn't even jpeg's, only gifs. ... Its just amazing how 
things have ehanged.” Another veteran reealls, “Twenty years ago I had a 300 baud 
modem, 1 6k memory and a 1 80k floppy drive. Didn't even eonsider a pieture. My first 
HD eost about 500$US for 20megs in about 1984. It was about ‘87 before I had pietures 
with a I meg video eard and SVGA.” “Master Blaster,” a venerated name on the ehild 
pom boards, wrote in 2000 that “I have been using it before most of you even knew the 
Net existed. I was online using a PDP-1 1 mainframe in 1980. We were hooked up to the 
**** intranet and in turn they were eonneeted to the world via government and sehools.” 
Attaeking a rival who was trying to appropriate his niekname, “Zapper” deelared in 2000 
that “I have had this nie sinee 1987 and will eontinue to use it.” We must be stmek by the 
diffieulty of traeking down people who have remained at liberty in sueh a dangerous 
environment for so many years. Sending poliee offieers on intensive two or three week 
eourses to learn about the Internet is simply not going to equip investigators adequately to 
eonfront sueh aeeumulated expertise. 
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8. The attitudes expressed by the child porn elite to law enforcement are so 
contemptuous as to be sobering. What the dealers and collectors are really afraid of 
is private vigilantes, “militias” and white hat hackers. 

I quote a typical opinion from one of the elite figures within the CP underworld: 

In fact, extremely few persons actually get arrested and sent to jail, that is a myth 
really. There are thousands of vhs’s out there, many from 1999, thousands of people 
present at this bbs [bulletin board] and millions of loli-lovers in various countries, 
yet you only see a couple of persons getting arrested, and the media writes about it 
like they have been busting A1 Capone. 

Experienced members of the subculture have little but contempt for the capacities of 
“LEA,” that is, law enforcement. In one exchange on the boards, a poster suggested an 
ingenious tactic which might in theory serve to entrap many child pom fans, and asked 
whether police were likely to deploy it. Responses were sarcastically dismissive: 

* Godfather Corleone > I donT really think the LEA work that way as Em sure they 
have better things to do which they know are more efficient. For instance, trying to 
catch newbies trading per e-mail or newbies visiting IRC etc. 

*Kidflash > LEA is not smart enough or have time to do such things. 

9. Massive technical and legal obstacles prevent any easy solution to the undoubted 
problem posed by child porn. It is difficult to think of new laws that would make 
advances against the problem, which must involve close international collaboration. 

From the outset, we have to realize what goals are achievable, and the total 
elimination of electronic child pom simply may not be within the bounds of possibility. 
That does not mean that we have to learn to accept or live with the problem, and we 
might well achieve a massive reduction of production and availability, on the lines of 
what was accomplished in the 1980s. The great majority of child pom users are rational 
enough to be deterred, if the proper methods are applied. If we could achieve, say, a 90 or 
95 percent reduction of availability, that would be a massive victory in its own right. The 
fact that some residual trade will continue indefinitely should not provide grounds for 
ever-increasing encroachments on the liberties of law-abiding “netizens.” 

To illustrate just how intractable the child pom problem is, let us imagine a means 
by which this material could be removed or destroyed entirely. Purely as a fantasy, let us 
suggest that the Internet should simply be prohibited, along with private communication 
over computer networks. Even if a hypothetical government did prohibit computer 
networks, it still would not eliminate child porn. Such a ban could only be enforced by 
computers in the hands of police or security forces, and many precedents indicate that 
these government employees would surreptitiously be sharing pornographic images. If 
there are computers, there will be computerized child pornography. 

To take a marginally less outrageous solution, consider the experience of China, 
which like many authoritarian nations, faces a fundamental paradox in its attitudes to 
Internet technology. The Chinese want the massive economic benefits of the Net, and 
also realize the military implications of having a computer-literate populace. The ongoing 
cold war between the People’s Republic and Taiwan is increasingly fought in the form of 
hacker attacks on each other’s electronic installations. At the same time, the PRC’s rulers 
are nervous about the democratic implications of the Internet, the ability of ordinary 
citizens to form political or cultural groupings online, and to circulate information critical 
of the state. In response to this dilemma, the Chinese government has ordained that all 
Internet traffic must pass through two portals, both run by the state: the authorities strictly 
limit what sites can be accessed, and keep detailed records of who is visiting what site. 
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All ISPs and Internet users have to register with authorities. Anyone using eneryption 
teehnology is required to notify a government ageney of that faet. Other eountries with 
eomparably striet laws are Singapore, Saudi Arabia and Vietnam, and one state has taken 
the prineiple of eontrol to its logieal extent: “Burma [Myanmar] has taken the strongest 
measures by outlawing the use of the Internet and making ownership of an unregistered 
eomputer with networking eapabilities illegal.” 

With sueh a model, mueh ehild pornography eould indeed be kept off the Internet, 
and its afieionados rounded up or terrorized into inaetivity. The diffieulty is that a 
Western nation would find sueh a solution unaeeeptable from a myriad different 
perspeetives, not least beeause it would hamstring the whole Internet, and introduee 
eontrols whieh most members of a demoeratie soeiety would regard as utterly intolerable. 
But would it even work? China has an agelong tradition of teehnologieal innovation, 
while sueeessive generations of Chinese dissidents over long eenturies have devised ever 
more imaginative means of outwitting repressive governments, and distributing their own 
propaganda. Not surprisingly, the latest restrietions do not appear too burdensome in 
praetiee. Chinese eomputer users aeeess forbidden sites by means of proxy servers, of 
whieh there are far too many to permit eoneerted government aetion. Users also make 
extensive use of Internet eafes rather than private maehines, so even if authorities note 
the faet that an unregulated site has been aeeessed, the odds of deteeting a speeifie 
individual are slight. The Chinese experienee neatly illustrates the remark of Internet 
pioneer John Gilmore that “the Internet interprets eensorship as damage and routes 
around it.” Onee again, too, we faee the issue of “who guards the guards?” We may 
wonder what frivolous, deeadent and obseene websites are regularly frequented by the 
guardians of eleetronie morality in soeialist China. 

While a Chinese (or Burmese) solution is ineoneeivable in the West, it is seareely 
less Orwellian than some of the ideas whieh have been floated, however speeulatively. 
Given the nature of the ehild pom trade, the only polieies whieh might eoneeivably 
attempt eradieation would involve wide-ranging surveillanee of Web traffie by offieial 
ageneies. This effort might be earried out in a direeted way under the approval of eourt 
warrants, or else randomly through general fishing expeditions undertaken against the 
sort of people thought likely to offend in this partieular way. Yet as the Chinese example 
indieates, even sueh an intolerable set of burdens probably would not eliminate the 
underlying issue. 

If the traffie eannot altogether be eliminated, the next question is how far it ean be 
deteeted and eombated, with a view to suppressing the bulk of the trade, and ending the 
present easy availability of this material. And how far ean this be aehieved without 
destroying the privaey rights of law-abiding Net users? When eonsidering this, it is 
useful to reeall just how far the Net has already eroded privaey, and the resentment whieh 
sueh intmsions have already eaused. In reaetion to eurrent threats, legislators have eome 
under pressure to enaet safeguards from eleetronie snooping, at exaetly the same time that 
the pereeived need to eombat eybererime eneourages the same law-makers to enhanee 
offieial surveillanee powers. The result is a strange and fast-moving stmggle of priorities, 
between what might be the irreeoneilable values of individual privaey and publie 
seeurity. 

The biggest single problem faeing poliee is simply reeognizing and understanding 
the nature of the ehild pom world on the Net. Despite all the enforeement efforts of 
reeent years, it is still remarkably easy for any reasonably disereet person to pursue this 
highly illegal eonduet indefinitely, so long as obvious traps are avoided. This does not 
mean that poliee have been laekadaisieal or ineompetent, still less that their hands have 
been tied by legislators. Hitherto, law enforeement ageneies, and their politieal masters, 
have just had a very poor idea of the organization and meehanisms of the ehild pom 
subeulture, and above all, its eritieal institutions, like the newsgroups and bulletin boards. 
To take a glaring example, given the publie loathing of ehild pom and the support that 
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could be mobilized against it, it is incredible that virtually nobody outside the subculture 
itself ever heard of abpep-t : the name barely appears in searches of media databases. 

In observing this neglect, we might think of an analogy with illegal drugs, in which 
there is both a supply side (manufacturers and importers) and a demand side (street-level 
users). Looking at current efforts against child pom, it is almost as if anti-dmg policing 
was solely confined to arresting users and addicts, while ignoring organized rings and 
suppliers. In this fantasy world, no attention would be given to tracing the origin of 
supplies of (say) cocaine, and the assumption would be that the substance “just grew”, or 
perhaps appeared naturally in neighborhood gardens. Police would remain blissfully 
unaware of potent names like “Colombia.” Such an approach might result in numerous 
arrests and convictions, but it could never make a dent in illicit dmg supplies: nor does a 
pure demand-side approach work for child pom. This needs stressing because the 
occasional attempts to outline anti-child pom strategies concentrate entirely on 
intimidating the ordinary users. Filling the prisons with child pom users is as likely to be 
ineffective as the zero-tolerance dmg strategy which has incarcerated hundreds of 
thousands of small time consumers, combining minimal deterrence with maximum social 
devastation. 

All too often, “get tough” campaigns gamer rich publicity by appearing to be 
striking at the problem enthusiastically, but the effects are minimal, if not 
counterproductive. Furthermore, the horror inspired by child pornography naturally 
inspires politicians to try and “do something,” but the “something” in question has 
nothing to do with the issue at hand. Though child pom is harrowing enough in its own 
right, the massive reaction to web-based obscenity by politicians and media undoubtedly 
reflects a sense of loss of control in the face of Internet technology, augmented by a 
recognition of the fragility of international boundaries and laws. So deep is this 
unfocused concern that it all too readily justifies legal efforts directed not against the 
genuinely harmful area of child pornography, but against far milder forms of adult- 
themed indecency, of explicit images, and even language. Hence the instant appeal of 
successive high-octane campaigns against “cyberpom,” none of which would have the 
slightest impact on the real world of child pornography. When misdirected laws fail to 
suppress child pom, the predictable result is to pass still more laws of the same hue, and 
so the cycle continues. Agreeing unhesitatingly that child pom is an unqualified evil 
should not mean acceding to every measure proposed, however tenuously, under an “anti- 
child pom” mbric. When passing laws, it is useful to recall the opening words of the 
Hippocratic Oath: first, to do no harm. 

When we consider the thriving kiddie pom culture on the Internet, we might recall 
the Maoist dictum that guerrillas move among the people like fish swim in the sea. The 
analogy holds to the extent that child pomographers do indeed travel the Internet like the 
proverbial swimming fish, and there is no easy way to catch the fish without draining or 
poisoning the entire sea. We have to find means of killing or crippling the subculture 
without destroying the Internet, with which so much good can be accomplished. 

9. On the positive side, some substantial victories have been achieved. 

Comparing the situation today with that in 2000, I am stmck by how many of the 
easily accessible semi-public sites have been closed down, usually through the semi-legal 
actions of vigilantes and white hat hackers, rather than by law enforcement agencies 
themselves. For instance, we no longer have the proliferation of outrageous sites that 
used to disgrace yahoo and MSN’s groups, and that provided portals to very hard core 
material indeed. The bulletin boards have also been forced to conceal themselves behind 
passwords and high firewalls. However tempted we might be to despair, progress really 
has been made. 
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Mr. Whitfield. Well, I want to thank all of you for your testimony. 
We appreciate it very much. Dr. Jenkins, let me ask you a question. I 
notice you are a Professor of History and Religious Studies at Penn State, 
so how was it that you became involved in this particular issue? 

Dr. Jenkins. It is, as they say, a long story. I had been working for 
a long while on the history of child abuse and child molestation, and in 
one book I wrote in 1998 I discuss the topic of child porn on the Internet 
from the context of the congressional hearings held in the mid-90s. And 
at that time I believed that it was largely a myth, if you like, an urban 
legend. When I found that it was not, in fact, I stumbled across this 
material while trying to write another book, I felt it incumbent on me to 
counteract the misleading impression given in my previous book. So it is 
basically the historian in me who is speaking. It is a very fair question 
you ask. 

Mr. Whitfield. Recently I was talking to someone and they were 
talking that in many countries around the world, of course it is not even a 
violation of the country’s laws for child pornography to be shown or 
displayed, and they were talking about they were having a meeting with 
some members of the Russian Duma, and they were trying to introduce 
legislation to make it illegal for child pornography. And the members of 
the Duma told them, they said, we are going to introduce this legislation 
in Russia, but that is not going to come close to solving the problem 
because in America is where most of the demand lies. The citizens of 
America are the ones that are buying this, that are paying for these sites, 
that is where the consumption is taking place. 

Now all of you on this panel have been involved in this issue longer 
than any of us have, but would you say that that characterization that I 
just talked about is actually true? 

Dr. Jenkins. May I speak to that? 

Mr. Whitfield. Yes. 

Dr. Jenkins. I would say it is really unknowable because by 
definition we do not know how many images are produced or circulated. 
All we see is the result of law enforcement. If, for example, law 
enforcement in one company works very hard against enforcement then 
that is where we will have the most evidence of consumption. If you 
want to see the market then you have to go to these boards which appear 
to me to describe a consumption certainly across the western world but 
also in Japan, in a very rapidly growing world now across much of Asia. 
This is a truly global market. It might be that what we see in America is 
just a function of law enforcement findings. 

Mr. Whitfield. Right. Okay. Would anyone else want to make a 
comment on that at all? 
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Mr. Eichenwald. In the course of what I saw, again my 
information is far from scientific, but there was clearly a very heavy 
American element among the customer base. For example, on the 
Playtoy site you had 6,000 members. Many of them put in an identifier 
of what country they were from. There were a large number of 
Americans. In the discussion sites, it occasionally would come up about 
what country people lived in. What was interesting to me is the number 
of people who were Americans but not all of them lived in America. 
Some had relocated to Mexico where they thought the laws were more 
favorable. 

And so there is clearly a large American element to the demand. 
How much of that in terms of proportions. Dr. Jenkins is right, it is 
unknowable. 

Mr. Whitfield. Dr. Salter, you have contributed so much in this 
area and have written a number of books, and I did see a portion of the 
video that you sent down here of your interview with the inmate. I must 
say he was quite an appealing fellow. I mean his personality seemed to 
be warm and genuine, and he seemed to really be interested and 
responding to your questions providing information to parents about how 
they can help on this. In your experience, these pedophiles, generally 
speaking, are they that ingratiating? Do they have that kind of a 
personality, generally speaking? 

Dr. Salter. Well, the most successful of them are. If you are 
going to last as a pedophile, if you are going to get ongoing access to 
multiple children for long periods of time, then you have to be that 
charming and that likeable and that ingratiating, and the ones who aren’t 
just get caught much sooner. 

Mr. Whitfield. Now in your testimony, despite your great 
leadership on this issue, I certainly get the sense that you are sort of 
pessimistic about Congress or anyone else really being able to deal 
effectively with this problem. Am I accurately stating— 

Dr. Salter. No, not at all. 

Mr. Whitfield. Okay. 

Dr. Salter. Not at all. My comments were only that I fear we 
can’t leave this to parents. 

Mr. Whitfield. Okay. 

Dr. Salter. And the reason is that parents are very naive about 
this, and, frankly, they are very easily taken in. I have known of kids 
who are going into chat rooms with strangers and warned their parents 
about it and been told, and they never did anything about it. They really 
believed there was no danger at all. No, I think it is going to take 
Congress getting involved in this. 
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Mr. Whitfield. Do you have any specific suggestions? If you were 
a Member of Congress, are there any specific things that you would be 
looking at or trying to do? 

Dr. Salter. I don’t have a complete answer to this, and I wouldn’t 
again pretend that I do. I would say anything that we can do to support 
the cutting off the money by the credit card companies. Anything we can 
do to support that would be valuable because at the end of the day if we 
could stop the money, we could stop a lot of it. 

Mr. Whitfield. We have heard a lot of that testimony, and I 
appreciate your pointing that out. Now, Dr. Hernandez, it is my 
understanding in the Federal prison system that your program is the only 
one that is in existence that deals with this issue, is that correct? 

Dr. Hernandez. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Whitfield. And it is my understanding there are 112 beds so 
out of a population of 12,000 Federal prisoners that are there because of 
this issue, you can treat 1 12 at a time, is that correct? 

Dr. Hernandez. That is correct. 

Mr. Whitfield. Now you said that it is a voluntary program. I am 
assuming that is because they are the only ones you can have any hope of 
really helping them deal with their issue? 

Dr. Hernandez. The issue of voluntary participation certainly is an 
important one. It enhances our ability to treat the offenders. There are 
other treatment models that have a different approach to treatment, a 
required approach. However, we don’t have a policy that requires these 
offenders to participate in treatment while incarcerated. 

Mr. Whitfield. Have you been able to measure how effective your 
program is and how long has it been in existence, and could you give 
some additional information? 

Dr. Hernandez. The program has been in existence since 1990, 
and the Office of Research and Evaluation has undertaken a rather big 
outcome study. It will take several years to complete that study, and the 
reason for that is because in order to measure recidivism these offenders 
have to recidivate. They have to be out in the community and we need to 
compare those who went through the treatment program with those who 
didn’t go through the treatment program, but did have the opportunity to 
enter such treatment. Those analyses have not been conducted so we 
really cannot tell you with any degree of scientific certainty whether the 
treatment program works. 

Mr. Whitfield. So we just haven’t time to get an accurate reading 
at this point? 

Dr. Hernandez. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Whitfield. Dr. Salter, do you believe that there is a link 
between viewing Internet child pornography and committing contact sex 
offenses against children? 

Dr. Salter. Certainly. As Dr. Hernandez pointed out, I believe 
they have 80 percent of their child porn had contact offenses. I have 
seen a recent study where it was 24 percent but everybody 
acknowledges, I think, that a considerable percentage of child 
pornographers had known contact offenses in the past, and that is just 
what we know about. It put the chances of getting caught for any sexual 
offense at 3 percent so for every offender who gets caught they have 
typically many more offenses they didn’t get caught on. 

Mr. Whitfield. Well, my time has expired, so I recognize Mr. 
Stupak. 

Mr. Stupak. Dr. Salter, if I may, the last question the Chairman 
just asked you was about if people view online pornography then is there 
a likelihood to have sexual contact, and I believe you said your answer 
was yes? 

Dr. Salter. Yes. 

Mr. Stupak. Okay. What is different then if people view Hustler, 
Playboy, things like that, is there a greater likelihood then they are going 
to have improper sexual contact? 

Dr. Salter. With children? 

Mr. Stupak. Or with other individuals. 

Dr. Salter. Not to my knowledge. It looks to me from reading the 
porn literature that there are certain kinds of adult pom that are 
connected with sexual offenses and it is mostly positive outcome rates, 
porn that suggests women want violence, that have a scene that starts 
with a rape and ends up with the woman smiling. And that certainly has 
a negative impact on people. But the sort of people who view adult porn 
are certainly not always interested in children. Very, very few are. And 
it is child pom that is directly tied to assaults on children. 

Mr. Stupak. What I am trying to do, if anyone wants to jump in, I 
guess I am trying to say at what point do we sort of cross the line, at what 
point do we leave where there may be viewing for if you want to use the 
words, I am stmggling here a little bit, maybe personal satisfaction or 
pleasure to criminal activity such as assaultive behavior, I guess would 
be the best way to say it. I find your testimony interesting, but what I am 
trying to find is there a point, do we start out on pornography, just 
looking at sites, and then suddenly you go further and further? At what 
point do we cross that threshold where suddenly what may be personal 
observation for whatever pleasure you see in it moves to the point of 
being criminal activity? Can anyone help me with that? We got a 
criminologist, we got a psychologist, we got everybody. 
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Dr. Hernandez. Well, I will take a stab at it. The answer to your 
very direct question is we really don’t know. The body of scientific 
knowledge is just not there. We are barely scratching the surface. We 
are developing some hypothesis. My observations have been that many 
of these Internet-related sexual offenders do have a fair amount of 
contact sexual criminality. These same observations which I have to 
qualify I have made in a specific context that doesn’t really generalize to 
all sex offenders out there or all Internet sex offenders. Nonetheless, 
these observations tell me that while child pornography images do have 
an influence on the user that the reason for them seeking child 
pornography predated their looking for these images. 

Mr. Stupak. Sure. Mr. Eichenwald, you did some interesting 
articles and I want to go to one in particular. I believe it was an August 
21 article. Let me just quote a little bit from it and maybe you can add a 
little bit to this. I am reading your article and it says “some pedophiles 
revealed that they gain access to children through their own families.” 
You were quoting one person, “I have a daughter and I have never been 
attracted to her. A man with a screen name of John Boy wrote, but he 
added I did find her friends very attractive. Pedophiles chafe at 
suggestions that such comments reflect risks to minors. They point out 
correctly that family members and friends, not strangers, are the most 
frequent predators of child sexual abuse. They never note, however, that 
the minors mentioned in their online discussions are most frequently 
those they know well like relatives and children of friends.” 

I guess maybe what I am trying to get to is back to the question of 
where does it go to the point where it becomes criminal, and I guess 
probably the answer is with each individual once they cross that 
threshold. Can you help us at all with this? I found the articles pretty 
interesting reading for this hearing today. 

Mr. Eichenwaed. Well, I would always caution that everybody 
here has statistical analysis, everybody here has scientific analysis. Mine 
is purely anecdotal. But I would say that in the course of what I saw 
while watching these conversations you cannot overstate the degree of 
the obsession with children. These are people who, as they describe it, 
their entire lives are built around being around children, getting near 
children, watching children, and seeing children. The result of that is 
you are almost asking the question does child pornography lead to sexual 
assault, and again I have no statistics to back it up. 

Given what I saw, it just seemed like this lunch lead to dinner. This 
is something they want. They want children. They want children in 
sexualized ways. They talk about it incessively. They view events that 
most of us would see as irrelevant and unimportant, nothing as being 
hugely important sexual events. And so again I think that what we are 
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seeing are outgrowths of the same predilection that the desire for child 
pornography and the desire for contact offenses are growing from a pre- 
existing problems and that those are both just two sides of the same coin. 

Mr. Stupak. Dr. Hernandez, didn’t you have some study or your 
studies or research has shown like 76 to 80 percent of those who possess 
child pornography and those who actually have sexual contact with 
children is like 76 to 80 percent, is that right? Did I summarize that 
right? 

Dr. Hernandez. That is correct, 80 to 85 percent. 

Mr. Stupak. Okay. Are you familiar then with Joseph Bushman 
from the Dutch Ministry of Justice where he did some polygraph testing? 
Are you familiar with that study at all? 

Dr. Hernandez. I am not familiar. 

Mr. Stupak. He interviewed apparently and was in this operation 
Falcon or RegPay, as we called it last week when we had the financials 
in there. According to some testimony there or some things we had read, 
he found results somewhat similar to yours that all the subjects that were 
caught subscribing to online child pom sites had in fact some sexual 
contact with children. So I guess this would support your conclusions. I 
am just grasping here. I am trying, as I think we all have, no one likes 
holding these hearings. We are trying to get a profile of the predator and 
that is the subject of this hearing. We have heard you really can’t profile 
from Dr. Jenkins, and when you read Mr. Eichenwald’s articles, they are 
almost like obsessed or become so obsessed with children that they acted 
out to the next extent and where do you get that? When do they cross 
that line, I guess is what I am drawing from if anyone can give us— 
answer that million dollar question. Dr. Baxter. 

Dr. Baxter. We also wrestle with the same desire for knowledge 
and that is why we have a lot of research hypothesis. While we know 
what Dr. Hernandez has found in the Federal Bureau of Prisons in a 
treatment group at Butner, we also understand the need to do further 
research to be able to generalize to other Federal inmates much less State 
inmates or those who may have not been apprehended or convicted yet. 
And so part of what we are in the planning stages of is for the research in 
our agency to find out whether or not Dr. Hernandez’s findings at Butner 
are generalizable to the rest of our prison population. We too have many 
questions about what is the sequence of development of criminal 
behavior. How much of it may be triggered by Internet pornography 
exposure? Did the predilection exist on the part of the individual before 
they were exposed to the Internet? Does the Internet somehow foster the 
development in a different way of those kinds of behaviors? 

Mr. Stupak. Dr. Salter, it looked like you were trying to say 
something there or wanted to jump in. 
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Dr. Salter. If I am understanding your question, I do believe there 
are men out there who are sexually attracted to children and who don’t 
act on it. However, I don’t think you are going to find them very often 
among the people watching child pom. And the reason I say this is I 
think that people who just know that they have an attraction to kids and 
are horrified by it are actively resisting it. They don’t get involved in 
child pom because they think it is immoral. Once you get to the group 
who are actually seeking out child pom where they know there are real 
children being exploited, you have already crossed the line. 

Mr. Stupak. Thank you. Thank you to all of our witnesses. 

Mr. Whitfield. Chairman Barton is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Chairman Barton. Thank you. Is it a tme statement that the 
availability of child pornography disseminated by the Internet has caused 
an increase in actual pedophilic behavior? Does the availability increase 
the incidents of the transgression? Anybody? 

Dr. Jenkins. In my sense, it is simply not knowable. We do not 
know how much behavior is underway. We only know what might lead 
to arrest or imprisonment so it really is not knowable. I would also add 
one thing. Don’t forget in some ways child pom material was very freely 
available in this country in the 1970s in the form of magazines. It was 
freely available in any large city, so this is not a new phenomenon but I 
am afraid the answer to your question is we don’t know and we can’t 
know. 

Chairman Barton. Well, let me reverse the question. If we are 
successful in limiting the availability, the second panel are Web 
providers, domain name providers, and one of my goals is to make it 
much more difficult to get this garbage available on the Internet. If we 
are successful in that, if we make it much more difficult and limit the 
availability, does that help with the pedophile population reduce the 
numbers of pedophiles and reduce their transgressions against children? 

Dr. Jenkins. I would suggest that it helps in two ways. One is it 
helps the kind of people who Dr. Salter is describing who might feel 
these urges or these desires and they face less provocation to move to 
that further stage. The other one is if there is less material then there is 
less of a market. There is less encouragement for people to go out and 
molest, commit offenses against children for the sake of this commercial 
market so it protects children immediately in that way. So this stuff can 
never be eliminated, I don’t think, but it can be massively reduced and 
that is where I think the work this committee is doing is so important. 
Yes, I think it can do a lot of good. 

Chairman Barton. Dr. Salter, if we are successful in limiting the 
availability, and through our window nationally and to some extent 
internationally create a peer pressure in the adult population that this is 
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just bad or you just don’t do bad things. Does somebody who is a latent 
child pedophile, can we actually create an environment in which just 
through lack of availability and peer pressure that the action itself is 
wrong prevent a potential pedophile from acting on their impulses? 

Dr. Salter. Yes. I am obviously not saying that you are going to 
stop everybody because many people don’t come at child molestation to 
this point. They just come directly to child molestation. But are there 
people on the edge who have some interest and who get further 
sensitized by child porn? Sure, I believe that. And also the fact that they 
can find it so easily, the fact that they don’t have to go anywhere, they 
don’t have to order anything, and they don’t have to buy anything. It is 
in their living rooms. Is that a knock for people on the edge? Yes. I also 
would like to second Dr. Jenkins’ comments. There are untold numbers 
of children being involved in the manufacture of pom. By cutting down 
on the child pom you will immediately reduce the number of victims. 

Chairman Barton. I am going to reserve my questions for the 
second panel, Mr. Whitfield, but it is a goal of this investigation, we 
want to increase public awareness and that is where Mr. Eichenwald has 
done such a good job helping us. But we also want to create pressure in 
the technology community to make it much more difficult and maybe 
impossible to get these images available. Then whatever steps we need 
to take legislatively to increase Federal penalties on this type of behavior, 
so we actually have three different steps we are trying to approach. 
Again, I want to thank you and Mr. Stupak for your personal 
involvement in this. It is beginning to pay dividends. I think we are 
making a difference in the country on this. 

Mr. Stupak. Mr. Chairman, would you yield to me? 

Chairman Barton. Sure. 

Mr. Stupak. I would like to ask a follow-up question or two. And I 
think the work the committee has been doing in this area has been 
excellent. I think we have helped open up a lot of eyes. In the 1970s as 
was testified earlier that child pornography, because customs was 
involved, we pretty much cracked down on it and it moved to the 
Internet, so it leads me to two questions. What percentage of our society 
has tendency to be a pedophile or may be a pedophile, and then if we 
take away the Internet access then where do these pedophiles go whether 
it is for commercial market or whether it is for the physical contact. So 
is there a set like a percentage, 1 percent, 2 percent, 3 percent, whatever 
it might be? If so, if you dry up the mail like we did in the 70s and the 
Internet is then gone, where do they go, where do they act out? If the 
obsession is so great, they are going to have to find it somewhere. Any 
thoughts, anyone? 
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Dr. Salter. The incidents of people, men, in the society who are 
interested in children has been estimated to be as high as 20 percent. 
There was a report by John Breer, among others, where they asked 
people if you could get away with it, if there were no penalties or 
whatever, would you have sex with a child or do you have any interest in 
children. So it has been estimated to be that high. In one study that was 
done where they had some very complicated ways of guaranteeing 
confidentiality, 10 percent of the population admitted to having at some 
point molested a child. 

Now we don’t know how many of those were adolescents or even 
younger and one-time event. I think it is safe to say that there is a 
significant percentage of the population that has some interest in 
children. I do not believe by shutting down child pom on the Internet 
there would be any increase in child pornography. I think child 
pornography increases the arousal to kids and is throwing gasoline on the 
fire. I have certainly known of offenders who had an interest in kids and 
who did not act on it because they did not have the social skills. They 
were too shy, they were too unskilled to get access to those kids. 

So I think when you shut down opportunities for one reason or 
another you don’t end up with more offending overall. You end up with 
less offending. 

Mr. Stupak. What is the next avenue of offensive behavior then? I 
guess that is what I am trying to stay one step ahead of the game. I know 
that is not possible but I guess I am just trying to think this thing through. 
If you read the articles in the New York Times and others these folks are 
very ingenious in the way they work it, in the way they manipulate it, not 
just manipulate the Internet and hide behind it but also manipulate 
children and other people, so they are going to go somewhere. Where 
would that be? Go ahead, Mr. Eichenwald. 

Mr. Eichenwald. What has changed and what has changed 
dramatically is that the socially awkward pedophile now has many, many 
people to give him advice on exactly what to do. I saw a large discussion 
among a bunch of pedophiles with one who was trying to gain the 
attention of a young boy, and he was going to buy him I think it was a 
$2,000 computer. And everyone waved the red flag. Don’t do that, 
don’t go that far because immediately that will attract attention to you. 
The parents will freak out instead. Bring it down. Maybe have him 
work for it. It was all this discussion on that lines. 

What I found so disturbing in these discussions with the number of 
times there were people who were saying I have been in jail for 
molesting a child, and here they are with full Internet access talking with 
other pedophiles, getting reinforced constantly that their desires are fine, 
that what they do is acceptable. It is good for children. That there is 



137 


something wrong with society, there is nothing wrong with them. And as 
I watched that, it just was so strong, so clear to me that anyone who has 
this predilection and who is constantly getting bombarded with the 
message that what you want to do is good and beneficial is probably 
going to act again. 

And it was disturbing to me to recognize that here are people who 
had already been in the legal system who are now essentially being 
encouraged to commit another crime. And so if you take away the child 
porn because magically wave a magic wand and it is gone tomorrow, 
what you still have is this justification community, this community of 
individuals who are day in and day out supporting each other, 
encouraging each other, and telling each other that the world is very 
different from what it actually is. 

Mr. Stupak. Thank you. And, thank you, Mr. Chairman, for 
yielding. 

Chairman Barton. Yield back. 

Mr. Whitfield. Mr. Ferguson is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. Ferguson. It is tough to know where to begin. Every one of 
these hearings, you find we have had witnesses as we have with you 
today that would be— spend less than hours and hours and hours with 
each one of you talking through all these issues seems to be 
shortchanging the topic, but we very much appreciate and value the 
insights that you have been sharing with us, all of you. I have several 
questions for Mr. Eichenwald because I have reviewed this information 
that you have shared with us, that you have submitted from some of what 
you have seen online. 

In your testimony you discussed how you observed these 
conversations of these pedophiles in these, I don’t know if it is a chat 
room or if it is some— 

Mr. Eichenwald. It is multiple, sort of multiple systems. 

Mr. Ferguson. They are having on these online forums. They are 
talking with one another as you have been describing. How easy is it to 
access these? Were you able to just go in and start watching or listening? 
You didn’t participate but— 

Mr. Eichenwald. There are certain forums that are password 
protected. I didn’t go into any of those. But the ones that I found, there 
are multiple levels. There is something called Internet relay chat, which 
is basically a text based system that exists sort of underneath the World 
Wide Web. And you can set up any room on any topic. People can 
come in and have a discussion, leave and the room disappears. 

Mr. Ferguson. Do they ever talk about what we are doing here? 
Mr. Eichenwald. Oh, constantly. 

Mr. Ferguson. These hearings? 
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Mr. Eichenwald. They talk about me. They talk about this 
committee. They talk about Oprah Winfrey. They talk about anyone 
who is in fact dealing with this issue and trying to address the danger to 
children from pedophiles. They have a name for all of us. We are called 
child haters. And in their view, we are child haters because we are trying 
to do something to prevent the molestation of children. And, again, 
when I talk about the view of the world inside these communication 
systems is very different from what you would expect to hear in a normal 
conversation. It is very different. Up is down. Black is white. 

And there are so many vehicles available from the IRC to the 
bulletin boards to Web-based forum postings to Web-based live 
conversations. And I watched conversations on all of these. 

Mr. Ferguson. You have attached an example of this, this 
conversation going back and forth between various people including 
someone named Tanks or Tanex. 

Mr. Eichenwaed. Tanks is a bogus e-mail address. It is an 
anonymizer. It is not somebody whose real name. And Tanks posted on 
a bulletin board, there was a person who goes around the bulletin boards 
as vigilante trying to identify people, trying to take things down, and he 
was saying to that person you can’t stop us, and look what I can do, and 
he basically laid out chapter and verse of how the high end child pom 
traders have set up a mechanism under which they are able to trade child 
porn with a fairly good belief that they will not be detected. 

Mr. Ferguson. What is B&C? 

Mr. Eichenwaed. B&C is the name of the person who has been 
doing— it is Bob and Carol. It is a screen name of the person who has 
been going around the bulletin board making trouble for the pedophiles. 
Mr. Ferguson. B&C is the vigilante? 

Mr. Eichenwaed. Yes. As I understand it, yes. And so he is 
saying basically do all you want, you can’t stop us. 

Mr. Ferguson. Is this something you just sort of stumbled across 
as you were observing one of these conversations? 

Mr. Eichenwaed. Yes. What happened. Actually, the reason you 
have that posting in that format, I came across the posting after it went 
up. It had an automatic delete function on it that I didn’t realize was 
there, and it disappeared after 3 days. So somebody who replied to it 
accidentally had copied the posting into his posting, and so that is why 
what you have is a reply followed by the original posting. That 
individual lays out a scenario under which— it is very detailed— under 
which he is able to obtain child porn on a daily basis without anyone 
knowing anything about it. 

Mr. Ferguson. Now on the first page of this though in this 
anonymizer name or address, it says, and the quote is “for every hapless 
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idiot that gets caught with KP— ”, kiddie pom, “—because they were too 
stupid to encrypt there are likely hundreds still living their KP lives that 
will never be caught.” And then on page 2 this same person goes on to 
discuss how much better and safer it is for pedophiles to trade images on 
a peer-to-peer network. Is this directive, this sort of encouragement to go 
using peer-to-peer networks, is this a theme, is this something that is 
common in these conversations based on your observations? Is this 
echoed in other chat rooms? 

Mr. Eichenwald. The sense of how to get away with it is 
constantly discussed. Actually there was a reference in the story when a 
number of technology companies came in and said we are putting 
together a new technology that will help us track child pom and identify 
it. Literally that day of that announcement, as the announcement is 
coming out of the committee, I was watching the conversations online, 
and it was here is how we beat it. Before the technology was up and 
mnning, they already knew how to beat it. 

This was the most— the posting that you are looking at now is a 
description of the most sophisticated mechanism of trading child pom 
and is clearly the mechanism that this community is moving towards. 
And the reason I have included that in my testimony is I think that is 
important for the committee to understand, not just what has been 
happening but also where this world is moving to. 

Mr. Ferguson. At the end of this e-mail exchange, this 
conversation, there is a listing that has some file names, some of them 
with very graphic names about the exploitation of children, most of them 
it seems. Very briefly, what is your understanding? What are these? 

Mr. Eichenwaed. Those are videos. 

Mr. Ferguson. They are videos. So at the end of this conversation 
they just attached a bunch of— 

Mr. Eichenwaed. What he was doing was saying look how much 
child pom I have been able to obtain in the last number of months by 
using this system, and he has 100 gigabytes of child pom. Now that 
directory— he wasn’t posting the videos themselves. He was posting his 
directory listing. And so from his directory listing, which goes on and on 
and on, I believe, for like 20 pages, you can see in more graphic terms 
than any of us could ever describe not only the magnitude of what they 
have, but also the ages of the children involved, and what those children 
are being subjected to. And that is what is going on right now in the 
peer-to-peer networks. 

Mr. Ferguson. Can you talk about these modeling sites for a 
second? You talked about how you learned about this child modeling 
sites while you were observing these pedophile chat rooms or where they 
are talking. What are these folks saying about the child modeling sites? 
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Mr. Eichenwald. Well, actually at the point when I first found it, I 
didn’t know what modeling sites were, and somebody had posted 
something to Playtoy Mansion. Now it took me actually until after the 
story was published and somebody pointed out that that was a play on 
the words Playboy Mansion. But at the time I didn’t know what it was, 
and I had followed links from actually that conversation site. That is 
how I found the radio station. That is how I found the pod cast. That is 
actually how I found the jewelry store. And I clicked on Playtoy 
Mansion and it took me to another forum where people were— it is 
basically— there is a format for the forum. I recognized it immediately as 
that format. 

And there were links on that forum to other sites, and when I clicked 
on it, it very rapidly became clear that this was a forum for a collection 
of child pom sites. 

Mr. Ferguson. I realize I am asking your opinion on this but in 
your opinion are these modeling sites a gateway to the rest of the child 
pornography world, this criminal world? 

Mr. Eichenwald. The modeling sites that I saw, again, as soon as I 
realized what I was looking at, I had to stop and call law enforcement, 
but what I saw was ungodly. I have had a lot of sleepless nights over the 
past year and a half when there have been times I have had to adapt to 
new things to my mind that I hadn’t considered existed before. And that 
day when I realized there was a 3 -year-old girl out there, there was a 6- 
year-old girl out there, there was an 8-year-old girl out there that were 
being posed to meet the demands of 6,000 pedophiles that were being 
photographed on a weekly basis that were being placed in unbelievable 
sexual positions in order to gratify these people paying $30 a month. 

That was a day or two or three where I just stopped sleeping. Does 
this lead to child pom? This is child porn. The only thing that makes it 
slightly less horrific is that they have a Band-aid of clothing on these 
children, but these children are being abused, and they are being 
exploited. And so the reason why the predators are interested in these 
sites is because they have convinced themselves, contrary to law, that 
these sites are legal. I think they now think differently because many of 
these sites shut down. Playtoy and many other ones have shut down 
since the article was published. But what is going on there is terrible. 

Mr. Whitfield. The gentleman’s time has expired. Dr. Salter, did 
you want to make a comment? 

Dr. Salter. No. 

Mr. Whitfield. Okay. I thought that you were getting ready to say 
something so I wanted to give you that opportunity. 

Dr. Salter. Thank you. 
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Mr. Whitfield. Mrs. Blackburn, you are recognized for 10 
minutes. 

Mrs. Blackburn. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And thank you to 
our witnesses that have joined us today. And, Mr. Chairman, I have a 
statement that I will submit for the record. I want to come right in 
behind where Mr. Ferguson was questioning, and let us talk for a minute 
about these children. And, Mr. Eichenwald, I thank you for continuing 
to work with us and to answer the call when we talk with you. Let us 
talk about these children, because I cannot even imagine the 
psychological harm that is done to the children that are pulled into these 
gateway sites, if you will, or the child model sites. 

And I guess. Dr. Salter, I will direct the question to you or to any of 
you that have actually worked with the children that have been affected 
by this. And we have heard from Justin Berry. Have you been able to 
establish a method for working with them, talking with them, trying to 
pull out what is the best way to help the children in dealing with 
addressing this situation? So, Dr. Salter, if you want to go first. 

Dr. Salter. The child sexual abuse treatment field that specializes 
in treating children is far larger and better, and therefore has more 
research behind it than the sex offender field. 

Mrs. Blackburn. But are you all working with them? Do you 
work with any of those that are dealing with the child sexual abuse and 
dealing with the children because I think the psychological harm of the 
children and just the interaction— 

Dr. Salter. I did for 20 years. Currently I am not seeing the 
clients. 

Mrs. Blackburn. Okay. 

Dr. Salter. But I worked with both and because it is hard to get 
offenders in treatment and victims seek treatment far more often, I saw 
over the course of those 20 years far more victims than offenders. And 
that field is much larger and much better developed than the small 
number of people who are willing to work with sex offenders. And there 
are good treatment protocols out there today for helping children. Now 
the longer the child has been exposed to it and the more the child has 
been sexualized the more difficult it is. One of the big problems in this 
field is children who have been socialized into sexual behavior from such 
an early age that they really do believe it is normal and are often used to 
recruit other children into being victims, and those children are much, 
much tougher to treat. 

Mrs. Blackburn. Dr. Salter, one more thing. In listening to you 
and Dr. Hernandez talk about the recidivism rates, in reading the 
testimony that you all have submitted, what do you think really works as 
you are trying to work with sex offenders? You got a high recidivism 
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rate. As you work with them, what protocol, what type therapy, what 
item is giving you the best results? 

Dr. Salter. Cognitive behavioral treatment without a question. 
The form that is most commonly used is called relapse prevention, the 
only type of treatment that has been shown to reduce recidivism. 
Freudian or psycho-dynamic treatment, open-ended groups, none of 
those has been shown to reduce recidivism at all. The problem is there is 
not enough treatment. The Federal Bureau of Prisons has a 1 12-bed unit 
and 12,000 offenders. I would be willing to bet there are more offenders 
who would seek treatment than 112. In the State systems, I have never 
seen a State system that had enough treatment. They typically have long 
waiting lines for treatment. We do have offenders seeking treatment who 
can’t get it. 

Mrs. Blackburn. Okay. Relapse prevention then is what you say 
works? 

Dr. Salter. Yes. 

Mrs. Blackburn. Okay. And we have one Federal facility that is 
a 112-bed unit that is dealing with relapse prevention and no State 
systems, am I understanding you correctly? 

Dr. Salter. No. The State systems have programs as well, but 
they in my experience never have enough treatment for all the offenders. 
Mrs. Blackburn. Got it. 

Dr. Salter. We have a 100-bed unit in Wisconsin that doesn’t 
begin to tap the waiting list. 

Mrs. Blackburn. All right. Okay. Excellent. Well, thank you 
with that. Dr. Hernandez, do you have anything to add? 

Dr. Hernandez. Just agree with Dr. Salter that the choice of 
treatment for sexual offenders is cognitive behavioral therapies, and I 
may add that augmented by psych-pharmacological approaches, those 
therapies seem to work better with some offenders. 

Mrs. Blackburn. Okay. Let me ask you this. When you talk 
about the recidivism rate and working toward reductions, what impact 
does the child sex offender registry have? Is it a helpful tool? How does 
that fit in? 

Dr. Hernandez. My understanding of the scientific research is that 
sex offender registries have little to no impact on recidivism. 

Mrs. Blackburn. Okay. Mr. Eichenwald, in the chat rooms and 
those that you have talked to in your research, what do they have to say 
about the sex offender registry? Do they ridicule it? Do they fear it? 

Mr. Eichenwald. They hate them. They deem them the equivalent 
of the scarlet P, I guess. But being on the sex offender registry is not— 
there is not a lot of shame in this world. There is not a lot of people 
saying, oh, I am so upset that this has happened. But what there is, and I 
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think this goes to Dr. Jenkins’ point about the vigilantes, there is an 
enormous fear among those who have not been publicly revealed before 
of having their predilections publicly revealed. And so, again, I don’t 
know of the effect of sex registries, but I do know that there is enormous 
fear of having to explain themselves in public. 

Mrs. Blackburn. I guess the brazenness of some of the pedophiles 
just amazes me as I have read different things that you all have submitted 
to us, just the brazenness of their nature and how they are emboldened in 
some ways by the chat rooms and the work on the Internet. And I think 
it does concern me, and. Dr. Salter, your comment is not lost that credit 
cards and cutting off the use of credit cards for these sites is a very 
important step for us, and I think that is an area where we can do a little 
bit more work. With that, Mr. Chairman, I am going to stop my 
questions. I know some others want to question before we have votes 
and I know that is coming up on us very quickly. Thank you all very 
much. 

Mr. Whitfield. At this time, I will recognize Dr. Burgess for 10 
minutes. 

Mr. Burgess. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Eichenwald, 
welcome back to the committee. Can I just ask you, and this is more 
follow up from hearings we have done previously, obviously you were 
here the day that Justin Berry was before the committee, and a lot of 
frustration over not being able to hold the people accountable after he 
had provided data, names and IP addresses, credit card numbers, et 
cetera. Can you bring us up to date on the several months that intervened 
now, have any of those individuals been brought to justice? Can you 
kind of bring us up to date on what the FBI and the Department of 
Justice is doing to hold those people accountable? What has happened in 
Justin Berry’s life in the 2 or 3 or 4 months since he was here? 

Mr. Eichenwaed. Well, there have been a number of 
developments. If you remember, this committee had subpoenaed Ken 
Gourlay, who had been identified by Justin as both one of the people 
who assisted him on his website and also one of the people who molested 
him. Very shortly after this committee’s hearing, the Michigan Attorney 
General’s office reached out to Justin and interviewed him about Ken 
Gourlay. There was a raid on his house. If I remember correctly, it was 
about 6 days later. 

Mr. Burgess. That was a State Attorney General? 

Mr. Eichenwaed. That was a State Attorney General. And now, 
again Ken Gourlay is one of the names that the Justice Department had 
for a while. But the State Attorney General raided his house 6 days later, 
took a lot of computers out, found child porn on the computer of one of 
the other people in the house who was then arrested. That individual 
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then began providing testimony against Ken Gourlay. Ken Gourlay was 
arrested in May on, I believe it was 10 counts, many of them involving 
the molestation of Justin Berry. 

He was re-arrested in, I believe it was July because in the course of 
following down the evidence in his computer they located other children 
who he had contact with and found one of them, who has since testified 
that he also was molested by Ken Gourlay during 2005. My big horror 
on hearing that was fearing that that molestation had taken place after the 
Justice Department had been made aware of Ken Gourlay’ s existence 
and his role in this. It ends up though that that does not seem to have 
been the case that that molestation took place in early 2005, and Ken 
Gourlay was identified to the Justice Department in July or August. 

So right now he is in jail awaiting trial on two sets of counts, one 
involving Justin Berry, and one involving the other individual. There 
was an arrest of a gentleman by the name of Aaron Brown. He was the 
person who was arrested by the Justice Department. He was the person 
who ran niova.net, the credit card transacting company that was doing 
business with Justin’s websites. There was a sentence of one of the other 
business partners/molesters of Justin, and he received 150 years in 
prison. 

Justin himself had trouble. By May— he had always had a great deal 
of difficulty, as members of this committee probably know, he had a 
great deal of difficulty dealing with what happened with him involving 
Ken Gourlay. It was always a very traumatic thing for him to discuss. 
After Mr. Gourlay was arrested and Justin was being interviewed over 
and over again, he started showing some real signs that emotionally he 
wasn’t holding up. In June, in what I think was a wonderful 
development, he voluntarily went to a hospital where he stayed for a 
couple of weeks to get some help because he needed some help. He has 
since been released. He was there for only 2 weeks. He testified against 
Ken Gourlay at his trial. And he is now, as I understand it, about to start 
a new job. And when I spoke with him last, he sounded healthy and 
happy and eager to get on with his life. 

In terms of other activities probably the biggest development came 
from this committee’s referral of I believe it is some 700 names to 
different States Attorney General. I know that at least one State is 
conducting an aggressive investigation into those names. I don’t know 
how widespread it is. Again, I haven’t been chasing it down to find it 
out but I know that that information— that there are actual investigators 
who are actually conducting interviews. 

Mr. Burgess. But at the State level, and I guess that is what is 
troubling to me. 

Mr. Eichenwald. That is at the State level. 
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Mr. Burgess. It has been difficult to engage our own Department 
of Justice in the enforcement of what you would think would be a fairly 
straightforward investigation and hopefully prosecution. Mr. Hernandez, 
in your testimony, and I appreciate you being so thorough with us, the 
line here about the rate of sexual offending contact recorded after 
treatment is 80 percent. That is a pretty startling figure. Is your 
treatment program providing any benefit at all or was this before 
treatment? 

Dr. Hernandez. These disclosures were made over the course of 
treatment about past behavior and for most of these offenders their 
contact sexual criminality preceded their use of the Internet. 

Mr. Burgess. Preceded the use of the Internet? 

Dr. Hernandez. Yes. 

Mr. Burgess. So that 80 percent figure is before the Internet? 

Dr. Hernandez. For a great majority of them, yes. 

Mr. Burgess. Would you speculate as to what effect the Internet 
has had on this figure? It probably made it go up, didn’t it? 

Dr. Hernandez. It has been the subject of discussion. We really 
don’t know the effect of the Internet and how it has impacted those who 
have pedophilic impulses as Dr. Salter noted earlier. The incidents of 
pedophilia is considerable. The estimates suggest that 1 in 20 or 20 
percent, and that is a significant proportion. I should say 5 in 20, not 1 in 
20. That is a significant proportion. Now does the Internet in my 
opinion highlight this problem? From my vantage point, it does. 

Mr. Burgess. Let me just ask you a question. These individuals 
that you were talking about in your study were individuals in prison, is 
that correct? 

Dr. Hernandez. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Burgess. Now do you know, what was the incidents of say 
sexually transmitted disease in this group of individuals that you dealt 
with, the incidents of Hepatitis C, Hepatitis B, HIV, do you know that? 

Dr. Hernandez. I have no idea. 

Mr. Burgess. Is that a concern for us that these individuals when 
they get out of prison who may have been exposed to these illnesses in 
prison may then act out on their impulses outside and further endanger 
this group of very vulnerable citizens? 

Dr. Hernandez. Absolutely. 

Mr. Burgess. Dr. Salter, Mr. Hernandez has already referenced the 
continuum of 20 percent with desire, 10 percent who have admitted. Do 
you think the Internet is driving this continuum from the 10 percent 
figure to the 20 percent figure? Could it be as high as 1 in 5 as Mr. 
Hernandez pointed out? 

Dr. Saeter. These studies predated the spread of the Internet. 
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Mr. Burgess. Predated the Internet. 

Dr. Salter. Well, let me think. One was at least 10 years old. 

Mr. Burgess. My time is running out so let me reframe the 
question. From this committee’s perspective, and I don’t know that we 
really have that much as far as legislative initiatives that we are putting 
forward, there are a couple of things, but in an effort to control this 
spread through the Internet, is that a worthwhile thing for this committee 
to be pursuing in your opinion? 

Dr. Salter. Oh, absolutely. Yes, it is incredibly worthwhile. 

Mr. Burgess. Mr. Eichenwald, let me just ask you a question. You 
spent time in the chat rooms and know the aliases and the buzz words 
that are used, and this committee and the child haters are talked about in 
the room as your answer to Mr. Ferguson’s question pointed out. Do 
they perhaps sow the seeds of their own control in these chat rooms? Do 
they talk about things that would provide that degree of inhibition that 
quite frankly many of us on this side of the dais would like to see? Is 
there anything you see talked about that they truly fear or have they just 
really grown to the point where they are beyond fear? 

Mr. Eichenwald. Exposure. They fear exposure. They fear their 
identities being learned. They fear— there are some of these websites that 
have rules. Among the rules are you can never use a real name. You can 
never provide any identifying detail. You can’t say what city you are in. 
They are very, very particular about people knowing who they are and 
where they are, but they are also very good at hiding it. And so, if there 
is anything that goes towards that it is some level of exposure. In terms 
of fear of law enforcement, fear of anything else, no. I mean going to 
prison seems to be as uncontroversial as going to the Caribbean. 

Mr. Burgess. Part of the cost of doing business? 

Mr. Eichenwald. Yeah. There are a lot of them saying, well, 
when I was in prison, oh, when I was in prison, and it is just sort of 
casually thrown around. At one point every one of these people had been 
in prison. 

Mr. Burgess. Doesn’t going to prison equate with exposure 
because the crime itself is— the trial is public? 

Mr. Eichenwald. Apparently but it is not— if you think about it if 
somebody has been arrested in Portland for some local crime and they go 
to jail the world doesn’t know what they have done, and you really have 
to work to find out about it. And, ultimately even the ones who sort of 
hold themselves up as leaders of this rights movement won’t give their 
names and hide behind aliases and anonymizers, and so at the end of the 
day that that is clearly the thing that they are most concerned about. But 
so long as they have the ability to utilize the Internet, they can be as 
anonymous as they want to be. 
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Mr. Burgess. Mr. Chairman, I see my time has expired. I note 
later on in the week we are dealing with pre-texting. I don’t know, 
maybe we should turn the pre-texters loose on the predators. I don’t 
know if that would do any good at all. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Whitfield. That is a good idea, by the way. Thank you. I 
certainly want to thank this panel for your time and your contributions to 
these hearings. I know that you took time away from other activities, 
and we appreciate it and hope that we might stay in touch with you as we 
move forward with some suggestions on legislation. And so with that, 
we will release the first panel and thank you again for participating. I 
would also like to call up panel two at this time. And on panel two we 
have two witnesses, Mr. Thomas Krwawecz, who is the Chief Executive 
Officer of Blue Gravity Communications out of New Jersey, and then 
Ms. Christine Jones, who is the General Counsel for GoDaddy.com out 
of Scottsdale, Arizona. 

Mr. Krwawecz, we appreciate you and Ms. Jones being with us 
today, and as you know this is an Oversight and Investigations 
Subcommittee hearing, and we do take our testimony under oath. Do 
either of you have any objection to testifying under oath? If you would 
stand and raise your hand, I would swear you in. 

[Witnesses sworn] 

Mr. Whitfield. You are both under oath now, and, Mr. Krwawecz, 
we will recognize you for your 5 -minute opening statement. 

TESTIMONY OF THOMAS KRWAWECZ, CHIEF EXECUTIVE 

OFFICER, BLUE GRAVITY COMMUNICATIONS, INC.; 

AND CHRISTINE JONES, GENERAL COUNSEL, 

GODADDY.COM, INC. 

Mr. Krawawecz. Thank you. Chairman Whitfield, Ranking 
Member Stupak, members of the subcommittee, I would like to thank 
you for providing me with the opportunity to testify today. As an owner 
of a small business that serves as a host for websites, I am pleased to see 
that the subcommittee is focusing its attention on the problem of child 
pornography on the Internet and hope that my testimony can be of 
assistance to the subcommittee. My name is Thomas Krwawecz, III, and 
I am the founder and owner of Blue Gravity Communication, 
Incorporated, a Web hosting company. I founded Blue Gravity in July of 
1997 as a college student. At that time we had only one server and 
myself as the only employee. In just 9 years, however, we have grown 
substantially, now having nearly 200 servers and four full-time 
employees. Blue Gravity currently services almost 7,000 customer 
accounts and hosts approximately 50,000 domains. 
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It is important for the subcommittee to understand that as a Web 
hosting company we provide customers with a platform from which to 
display their websites to Internet users as well as technical and 
administrative support relating to that service. Our terms of service 
strictly prohibit any of our customers from posting illegal content, 
including child pornography, on websites hosted on our servers, but we 
otherwise have no influence or control over the websites content. In 
addition, we are not involved in the domain registration process. 
Customers come to us with existing domain names which they have 
already registered or we refer them to a third party that is in the business 
of registering domain names. 

When a customer applies for an account, we confirm that their 
mailing address matches the location of their computer’s IP address, and 
that the name of the credit card provided for our records matches the 
contact information supplied by the customer. If any such information is 
inconsistent, the application for a Blue Gravity account is denied. When 
we learn that a website we host contains illegal content, we take 
immediate steps to rectify the situation. All complaints or other 
notifications received from citizens, watchdog groups, or law 
enforcement are investigated. After receiving notification of potential 
illegal content, we immediately examine the website named in the 
complaint. If there is blatant illegal content, we immediately disable the 
account and notify the customer via email that service has been 
suspended due to illegal content. 

When our examination does not conclusively reveal illegal content 
because, for example, we cannot tell whether or not the individuals are 
under the age of 18, we contact the customer and request proof of age for 
the models. If satisfactory proof cannot be provided, the website is shut 
down immediately, and the customer receives the suspension email that I 
just described. We are always looking for ways to improve our ability to 
detect and eliminate child pornography from websites which we host on 
our servers. Thanks to this subcommittee, we have learned of some 
additional improvements that we can, and will, make at Blue Gravity. 

For example, we are placing a panic button on our Blue Gravity Web 
page to provide people with a mechanism to report child pornography. 
Individuals who utilize this function will send a message to a unique 
email address for the purpose of reporting child pornography. All 
complaints will be immediately investigated and forwarded to the 
National Center for Missing and Exploited Children. In an attempt to 
further aid law enforcement. Blue Gravity has always stored the content 
of illegal sites on our system for 1-2 weeks after being disabled in case it 
should be requested for prosecutorial purposes. 
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We believed that this provided law enforcement with sufficient time 
to make a preservation request or to send us a subpoena. In preparation 
for this hearing, we learned that many of the larger Internet companies, 
including the ISPs which testified previously, maintain such content 
information for 20-30 days after being disabled. Accordingly, Blue 
Gravity will now hold such content for 30 days. If a request for 
preservation is received before the expiration of that 30 days, we will 
preserve the content for as long as necessary. 

Blue Gravity also supports the steps being taken by members of the 
subcommittee to legislatively regulate the maintenance of account 
information for websites displaying child pornography. Blue Gravity 
already maintains such records, including IP address, contact, and credit 
card information indefinitely. This information is available to law 
enforcement groups at any time and has been provided on numerous 
occasions. We are actively considering a number of other improvements 
which we can make in order to help stem the tide of child pornography, 
and we welcome any further suggestions by the subcommittee or its staff 
Again, thank you for the opportunity to testify on this important topic. 

[The prepared statement of Thomas Krwawecz follows:] 

Prepared Statement of Thomas Krawawecz, Chief Executive Officer, Blue 
Gravity Communications, Inc. 

Chairman Whitfield, Ranking Member Stupak, Members of the Subeommittee, I 
would like to thank you for providing me with the opportunity to testify today. As an 
owner of a small business that serves as a host for websites, I am pleased to see that the 
Subeommittee is foeusing its attention on the problem of ehild pornography on the 
internet and hope that my testimony ean be of assistanee to the Subeommittee. 

My name is Thomas Krwaweez, III, and I am the founder and owner of Blue 
Gravity Communieation, Ineorporated, a web hosting eompany. I founded Blue Gravity 
in July of 1997 as a eollege student. At that time we had only one server and no 
employees. In just nine years, however, we have grown substantially, now having nearly 
200 servers and 4 full-time employees. Blue Gravity eurrently serviees almost 7,000 
eustomer aeeounts and hosts approximately 50,000 domains. 

It is important for the Subeommittee to understand that as a web hosting eompany 
we provide eustomers with a platform from whieh to display their websites to internet 
users as well as teehnieal and administrative support relating to that serviee. Our terms of 
serviee strietly prohibit any of our eustomers from posting illegal eontent, ineluding ehild 
pornography, on websites hosted on our servers, but we otherwise have no influenee or 
eontrol over the websites eontent. In addition, we are not involved in the domain name 
registration proeess. Customers eome to us with existing domain names whieh they have 
already registered or we refer them to a third party that is in the business of registering 
domain names. 

When a eustomer applies for an aeeount, we eonfirm that their mailing address 
matehes the loeation of their eomputer’s IP address, and that the name on the eredit eard 
provided for our reeords matehes the eontaet information supplied by the eustomer. If 
any sueh information is ineonsistent, the applieation for a Blue Gravity aeeount is denied. 

When we learn that a website we host eontains illegal eontent, we take immediate 
steps to reetify the situation. All eomplaints or other notifieations reeeived from eitizens. 
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watchdog groups or law enforcement are investigated. After receiving notification of 
potential illegal content, we immediately examine the website named in the complaint. If 
there is blatant illegal content, we immediately disable the account and notify the 
customer via email that service has been suspended due to “illegal content.” When our 
examination does not conclusively reveal illegal content because, for example, we cannot 
tell whether or not the individuals are under the age of 18, we contact the customer and 
request proof of age for the models. If satisfactory proof cannot be provided, the website 
is shut down immediately, and the customer receives the suspension email that I just 
described. 

We are always looking for ways to improve our ability to detect and eliminate child 
pornography from websites which we host on our servers. Thanks to this Subcommittee, 
we have learned of some additional improvements that we can, and will, make at Blue 
Gravity. For example, we are placing a “panic button” on our Blue Gravity web page to 
provide people with a mechanism to report child pornography. Individuals who utilize 
this function will send a message to a unique email address for the reporting of child 
pornography. All complaints will be immediately investigated and forwarded to the 
National Center for Missing and Exploited Children. 

In an attempt to further aid law enforcement. Blue Gravity has always stored the 
content of illegal sites on our system for 1-2 weeks after being disabled in case it should 
be requested for prosecutorial purposes. We believed that this provided law enforcement 
with sufficient time to make a preservation request or to send us a subpoena. In 
preparation for this hearing, we learned that many of the larger internet companies, 
including the ISPs which testified previously, maintain such content information for 20- 
30 days after being disabled. Accordingly, Blue Gravity will now hold such content for 
30 days. If a request for preservation is received before the expiration of that 30 days, we 
will preserve the content for as long as necessary. 

Blue Gravity also supports the steps being taken by members of the Subcommittee 
to legislatively regulate the maintenance of account information for websites displaying 
child pornography. Blue Gravity already maintains all such records, including IP 
address, contact and credit card information, indefinitely. This information is available to 
law enforcement groups at any time, and has been provided on numerous occasions. 

We are actively considering a number of other improvements which we can make in 
order to help stem the tide of child pornography, and we welcome any further suggestions 
by this Subcommittee or its staff 

Again, thank you for the opportunity to testify on this important topic. 

Mr. Whitfield. Thank you very much. Ms. Jones, you are 
recognized for your 5 -minute opening statement. 

Ms. Jones. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am Christine Jones, 
General Counsel and Corporate Secretary for the GoDaddy Group. 
GoDaddy’s principal business is domain name registration. When I 
joined GoDaddy back in early 2002 it was a very small registrar with 
well under 100 employees. Today, we have over 1,200 employees and 
more than 15 million domain names under management. That makes us 
the number one registrar in the entire world. We register a domain name 
about once every 3 seconds or less. The domain name registrar serves as 
the point of entry to the Internet so if you wanted to register the domain 
name ChairmanWhitfieId.com, which by the way I did in anticipation of 
this hearing, and I will be happy to give that over to your staff at the 
conclusion. 
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Mr. Whitfield. Thank you so much. 

Ms. Jones. You are welcome. So you can go to GoDaddy and 
register that domain name. And then once ChairmanWhitfield.com is 
registered, you would need to actually build a website and find a place to 
store, or what we call host, the information that you created. Again, you 
could to GoDaddy.com for storage or hosting services or you could go to 
my colleague’s company. Blue Gravity, for that same service. Because 
we see it so frequently in our business, I want to focus on how GoDaddy 
deals with online child pornography. We devote considerable time and 
resources to working with law enforcement on preserving the integrity 
and safety of the Internet. We quickly close down websites and domain 
names engaged in illegal activities. I personally, and this company in 
general, have made it a high priority to use our position as the world’s 
largest registrar to make the Internet a better and safer place. 

With over 15 million domain names under management most of our 
data does and must come from third party complaints or notices. We 
have a network abuse department that works 24 hours a day, 7 days a 
week, to receive those types of complaints. They come from third parties 
via email, via telephone, from employees who notice child pornography 
content during the ordinary course of their work day, and also from 
notifications from Cyber Tipline and other watchdog organizations. 
Once we are made aware there is a potential child pornography site, we 
immediately investigate to determine whether or not there is in fact child 
pornography content, and, if so, whether that customer has other domain 
names resolving to that particular site, and then whether there are other 
hosting accounts in that customer’s account which contain pornographic 
content as well. 

Once that investigation is complete, we report the offending domain 
names, the websites, and the registrant information to law enforcement, 
and then we give law enforcement a short amount of time to request that 
we leave the website intact, and this is an issue that came up last week at 
a similar hearing on this topic, and we do that to assist in investigations. 
We also report to the National Center for Missing and Exploited 
Children, of course. We then permanently suspend our services to that 
customer. On the numbers, we investigate thousands of domain names 
and websites each year for child pornography. The number of unique 
customers that we investigated in the past 12 months is approximately 
1,200. That is unique customers. Many of those customers have 
multiple, multiple domain names, and this number does not include the 
child modeling sites that I am going to address in a moment. 

Approximately 90 percent of the sites that we suspend are domain 
name registrations only. This means that in about 90 percent of the cases 
another company provides the hosting service. We provide the domain 
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name registration only. About 75 percent of the child pom websites we 
have investigated in the past year were registered to an individual or 
company in Russia, the Ukraine, and Romania, so that theme seems to 
continue in these hearings. Much like child pornography websites, we 
routinely investigate and suspend sites involving child modeling. As 
these sites typically do not rise to the level of technical child 
pornography, we classify these sites as morally objectionable which is a 
term that I put into our universal terms of service for situations such as 
these. 

We typically remove them even if we can’t find child pornography 
because our experience has been that the operators of child modeling 
sites tend to be associated even if attenuated with child pornography in 
some way. We also remove the non-traditional forms of child 
pornography like nudist sites and cartoon child porn. We follow 
basically the same procedures for child modeling sites as I just described 
for the child pom investigations, and of course we report those to the 
National Center as well. 

One child modeling investigation we conducted recently uncovered a 
registrant of child pornography. We discovered this customer in 
particular had over 200 active child modeling websites. After following 
our standard operating procedures, the information was submitted to 
authorities. About 2 weeks later that same customer had been arrested 
and indicted on multiple counts of child pornography. I just point that 
out to demonstrate that it is very important for all Internet service 
providers, domain name registrars, and hosting companies to take these 
child modeling sites seriously. 

The number of unique customers investigated in the past 12 months 
on child modeling sites was approximately 780 so they are significant, 
and of course these people have multiple domain names as well. About 
70 percent of those were domain name registrations only and about 77 
percent of them come also from Russia, Ukraine, and Romania. So I 
want to thank you. Chairman Whitfield, for the invitation to testify here 
today. GoDaddy is committed to working with law enforcement and 
others in the industry to remove child pornography content from the 
Internet, and we would challenge our counterparts on the Internet to 
make that same commitment. Thank you. 

[The prepared statement of Christine Jones follows:] 
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Prepared Statement of Christine Jones, General Counsel, GoDaddy.com, Inc. 

Introduction 

Good morning Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee. I am Christine Jones, 
General Counsel and Corporate Secretary of The Go Daddy Group, Inc. 

First, I would like to thank you. Chairman Whitfield, for the kind invitation to testify 
today regarding the sexual exploitation of children on the Internet. We are grateful for 
this Committee’s attention to this important issue and for recognizing that the problem of 
online exploitation of children generally, and child pornography specifically, is a growing 
and unacceptable menace that must end. Go Daddy is committed to taking whatever 
steps are necessary and feasible to assist in ending this practice, and we would challenge 
our counterparts on the Internet to make the same commitment. 

Background 

The Go Daddy Group, Inc. consists of eight ICANN Accredited registrars, including 
GoDaddy.com. When I joined Go Daddy in early 2002, it was a very small registrar with 
well under 100 employees. Today, we have over fifteen million domain names under 
management, and are the number one registrar in the world. That means we register a 
domain name once every three seconds or less. Go Daddy is also a large hosting provider. 
We currently employ over 1200 people and do not utilize offshore outsourcing of any 
kind. 

A domain name registrar serves as the point of entry to the Internet. If you wanted to 
register the domain name www.ChairmanWhitfield.com, you could go to 
www.GoDaddv.com to register that domain name. A domain name registrar is different 
from a traditional Internet Service Provider (ISP), such as AOL, MSN, or EarthLink, in 
that the ISP provides access to the Internet whereas the registrar provides the registration 
service for .com names and the like. 

Once www.ChairmanWhitfield.com is registered, you would need to build a website and 
find a place to store, or “host,” that website. Again, you could go to wvyw.GoDaddy.com 
for storage, or hosting, services. A hosting provider differs from a traditional ISP in that 
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the hosting provider supplies space on a computer that is accessible from the Internet 
rather than access to that computer which is provided by the ISP. 

How Go Daddy Deals With Online Child Pornography 
The Go Daddy Group devotes considerable time and resources to working with law 
enforcement on preserving the integrity and safety of the Internet by quickly closing 
down websites and domain names engaged in illegal activities. We work with law 
enforcement agencies at all levels and routinely assist in a wide variety of criminal and 
civil investigations. We are also quick to respond to complaints of spam, phishing, 
pharming, and online fraud and work closely with anti-fraud and security groups such as 
the Anti-Phishing Working Group, Digital Phish Net, the National Center for Missing 
and Exploited Children, and CyberTipLine. I personally, and the company in general, 
have made it a high priority to use our position as a registrar to make the Internet a better 
and safer place. 

We routinely investigate and suspend sites involving child pornography and exploitation 
of children in many forms and degrees of severity. These include, but are not limited to, 
the following: 1) sites depicting children of both genders engaged in sexual acts with 
adults or other children; 2) sites depicting children nude or exposing inappropriate areas 
of their bodies; 3) sites advertising, advocating, or promoting sexual relations with 
minors; and, 4) sites with false or altered images depicting children in various sexual 
situations. Our investigations have further uncovered sites containing photographs, 
videos, and text descriptions; children depicted in a sexually solicitous manner; sites that 
claim only to be "nudist" sites, but include pictures of naked children; and, even cartoon 
images depicting sex acts with infants and small children. We take each instance 
seriously and devote high priority attention to ensuring such websites are removed from 
our network, as described in more detail below. 

The Domain Name Registration Process 

The domain name registration system is entirely automated. There is no human 
intervention into the process. Because many words have multiple meanings and 


Page 3 of 9 



155 


combinations of words can be used for both legitimate and illegitimate purposes, no 
domain names are automatically prohibited from registration. As mentioned above, Go 
Daddy registers a domain name once every three seconds or less. This makes it virtually 
impossible for a human to verify the legitimate use of every domain name registration, 
particularly on an ongoing basis. Thus, we have developed a notification system for 
reporting instances of all types of network abuse, including child pornography 
(hereinafter, “CP”), to our Network Abuse Department. 

The Notification Process 

With over 15 million domain names under management, most of our data comes from 
third party complaints or notices. The Go Daddy Network Abuse Department receives 
information that a CP site may be residing on our network in several ways: 1) direct 
complaint from a third party via email; 2) direct complaint via telephone; 3) tip off from 
employees who have either become aware of, or suspect the existence of, CP on a 
customer site; and, 4) notifications from CyberTipLine and other "watchdog" groups. 

The Investigation Process 

Once we are made aware that there is a potential CP site, we immediately investigate to 
determine whether there is CP content, and if so, whether that customer has other domain 
names resolving to the site with the CP content, and whether there are other hosting sites 
in the customer's account which contain CP content. 

We investigate all web pages found to be accessible without obtaining an account for any 
site (registered or hosted) that we suspect may be involved in CP. If the site is hosted, we 
may also access content directly on the hosting account to ensure that we are not missing 
anything. Often, the operators of web sites of a pornographic nature tend to be somewhat 
guarded about images on the publicly accessible landing pages and store the most 
offensive content in directories that site visitors can only reach with a username and/or 
password. 
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After we determine that there is content meeting the criteria for classification as CP, we 
archive a screenshot (in the case of a registered domain) and all or partial content (in the 
case of a hosted site) sufficient to demonstrate evidence of CP for future use in law 
enforcement investigations. 

The Reporting Process 

Once the investigation is complete, we report the offending domain names, web sites, and 
registrant information to law enforcement. We give law enforcement a short time period 
to request that we leave a web site in tact to assist in their investigations. This allows 
authorities to expeditiously gather screenshots, downloads, WHOIS data, etc. necessary 
for further investigation. We also report the offending domain names, web sites, and 
registrant information to the National Center for Missing and Exploited Children 
(NCMEC) via their online submission and complaint area, CyberTipLine, 

The Suspension Process 

After the offending domain names, web sites, and registrant information have been 
investigated and reported, we permanently suspend our services. It is important to note 
that domain names are not suspended prior to the investigation and reporting processes, 
especially where domain names are not associated with an active web site. It is very 
difficult for us to suspend a domain name before it is associated with an active web site 
because many words have multiple uses. And, if there is no CP content associated with a 
particular domain name, there is no reason to suspend the domain name itself because 
there is nothing unlawful about a domain name, in and of itself 

How Go Daddy Deals With Private Domain Name Registrations 
Go Daddy offers privacy services for domain name registrations. A private domain name 
registration is recorded through a proxy registrant, thus enabling a domain name 
registrant to avoid publication of their personal information in the public WHOIS data 
base. We find that most of the users of the private registration service are legitimate 
users; bad actors typically do not want to pay extra to hide their WHOIS data when they 
are probably going to provide false WHOIS data, anyway. Most CP sites do not have 
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privacy protection on them. More often than not, the registrant simply provides false, but 
typically valid looking, WHOIS data, upon registration. 

The registration process for a domain name is exactly the same regardless of whether the 
customer chooses to enable privacy. While we do not have different rules for registering 
a domain name with privacy, we do use our terms of service broadly to cancel privacy 
when it is being used for ANY improper purpose. We also give law enforcement the 
proxy registrant information on private domain name registrations when they are 
investigating a domain name with privacy. In the case of a CP site, this information is 
voluntarily provided to law enforcement during the notification process described above. 

Child Pornography Statistics 

We investigate thousands of domain names and web sites each year for CP. The number 
of unique customers investigated in the past year was approximately 1,200. (This 
number does not include the child modeling sites discussed below which are growing in 
numbers daily.) The number of domain names investigated each year is much higher 
than the number of unique customers investigated, however. This is because one unique 
customer may have many domain names in one account. Once we find out about 
potential CP in a customer’s account, we look to determine what other products they may 
have associated with CP. Many times, one customer will have literally hundreds of 
domain names in his account. In those cases, we suspend ALL the domain names with 
CP, not just the one upon which we received a complaint or notification. 

Importantly, these numbers are skewed slightly lower because many times when Go 
Daddy is the registrar, but not the hosting provider, the web site content has already been 
removed by the hosting provider by the time we conduct our investigation. This is a 
result of third party complaints being sent to both the domain name registrar and the 
hosting provider at the same time. This is a sign that many hosting providers take 
complaints of CP as seriously as we do and we are, of course, grateful when we find that 
they are fully cooperating with us to rid the Internet of CP content. 
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Approximately 90% of the sites we suspend are domain name registrations only. This 
means that in about 90% of the investigations we conduct, we find that the web site 
content is stored by another hosting provider and Go Daddy provides the domain name 
registration only. Approximately 75% of CP web sites we investigated in the past year 
were registered to an individual or company in Eastern Europe. The most common areas 
were Russia, the Ukraine, and Romania. 

How Go Daddy Deals With Child Modeling Web Sites 

Much like CP web sites, we routinely investigate and suspend sites involving child 
modeling. These include, but are not limited to, the following: 1) images of underage 
children posing in a manner intended to be explicitly sexy, (e.g., emphasizing genital 
areas or posing in situations easily identified with sex); 2) images of underage children in 
adult lingerie; and, 3) images of children in states of partial nudity or very little clothing 
not associated with normally acceptable situations. Images of a child in a bikini 
swimming at a pool would not be considered. Images of the same child in a thong bikini 
laying on a bed and spreading their legs would be. 

As these sites typically do not rise to the level of technical CP, we classify these sites as 
"morally objectionable," a term from our Universal Terms of Service. We tend to be 
more aggressive than most registrars on child modeling sites. We typically remove them 
even if we can't find CP because our experience has been that the operators of child 
modeling sites tend to be associated, even if attenuated, with CP in some way. We also 
remove the non-traditional forms of CP like nudist sites and cartoon CP. 

The Domain Name Registration Process 

While there is no prohibition upon registering a child modeling domain name (because 
there is nothing illegal about the domain name itself), we do treat child modeling web 
sites in a manner similar to CP sites. We have seen child modeling sites with more and 
more frequency over the past several months. Almost every time we find a child 
modeling site, we learn that the customer has multiple domain names specializing in child 
modeling. We also find that a customer who runs child modeling sites typically also has 
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CP on his site somewhere, or that the child modeling sites lead, even if circuitously, to 
CP on another site he controls somewhere. Based on our investigations, we have found 
that the vast majority of these sites are of little girls. 

The Notification Process 

All child modeling web site investigations originally come in as notification of alleged 
CP (as described above) by third parties or employees. When we are notified of a child 
modeling site, it is transitioned to a child modeling investigation as soon as it is 
discovered to be a child modeling site not containing explicit pornography. 

The Investigation and Reporting Process 

We follow nearly the same procedure for child modeling sites as described for CP 
investigations. Because the child modeling sites fall squarely under the charge of the 
NCMEC, as they are clearly exploiting children, these sites are also reported to the 
NCMEC. 

The following example demonstrates the importance of all ISPs, registrars, and hosting 
providers taking child modeling sites seriously. One child modeling investigation we 
conducted recently uncovered a registrant engaged in CP. We discovered this customer 
in particular had over 200 domain names attached to active child modeling web sites. 
After following our standard investigation procedures, the information was submitted to 
authorities. Two weeks later, this same customer had been arrested and indicted on 
multiple counts of CP. This is just one of many examples of a direct link between 
information we have provided and arrests for CP. 

Child Modeling Statistics 

We investigate thousands of domain names and web sites each year for child modeling. 
The number of unique customers investigated in the past year was approximately 780. 
As with CP, the number of domain names investigated each year is much higher than the 
number of unique customers investigated. This is because one unique customer may 
have many domain names in one account. Many times, one customer will have literally 
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hundreds of domain names in his account. In those cases, we suspend ALL the child 
modeling domain names, not just the one upon which we received a complaint or 
notification. 

Approximately 70% of the sites we suspend are domain name registrations only. This 
means that in about 70% of the investigations we conduct, we find that the web site 
content is stored by another hosting provider and Go Daddy provides the domain name 
registration only. This statistic might tend to suggest that child modeling operators are 
more comfortable using the services of a mainstream hosting providers than those who 
engage in pure CP, although we have no independently verifiable data to support that 
suggestion. Approximately 77% of child modeling web sites we investigated in the past 
year were registered to an individual or company in Eastern Europe. The most common 
areas were Russia, the Ukraine, and Romania. 

Conclusion 

Thank you again, Mr. Chairman, for the opportunity to be heard on these important issues. 
Your commitment and the commitment of the Members of this Committee, to bringing 
attention to this insidious problem is sincerely appreciated. Go Daddy is committed to 
working with law enforcement and others in the industry to remove CP content from the 
Internet. I would be happy to answer any questions you may have. 
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Mr. Whitfield. Thank you very much. You heard all the bells 
going off, and this is because we have about three votes on the House 
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floor, so we are going to recess this hearing and we will be back here I 
would say about 10 minutes till 1:00. It is 12:15 now, so about 10 
minutes till 1:00. And there is a dining room downstairs and whatever, 
so anyway we will be back with some questions for you all. I am very 
sorry for this inconvenience. And so we will recess until 10 till 1 :00. 

[Recess] 

Mr. Whitfield. We have another vote on the floor but we have 
some time here so we may be able to work this out. Does your company 
have a policy of not allowing certain names to be used or do you ever 
deny the use of a particular name? 

Ms. Jones. We don’t prohibit the registration before the registration 
takes place because many domain names are registered, and I mean 
thousands upon thousands are registered and never used. 

Mr. Whitfield. Right. 

Ms. Jones. And some are actually registered pre-emptively so like, 
for example, we may have a whole series of Lolita names registered, 
which are just placed in an account to pre-empt somebody else from 
using them. So the answer is, no, we don’t prohibit for the registration. 

Mr. Whitfield. And so as long as they continue to pay their annual 
fee then they can keep that name forever? 

Ms. Jones. Yes, sir, as long as they are not using it for some 
inappropriate person. 

Mr. Whitfield. Okay. Okay. Now I know in this case out of 
Russia the Playtoy Enterprises, they used an anonymizing service, and 
they allowed someone else to register the name for them, and I 
understand that even you all have a policy where you will register a 
name for someone and they are not actually listed as the owner of the 
name. Is that correct? 

Ms. Jones. That is correct. 

Mr. Whitfield. Now why would a person running a lawful Internet 
business choose this type of domain registry? 

Ms. Jones. Most of the people that use our service, and by the way 
it is not an anonymous service, it is just privacy protection, most of the 
people that do it are sole proprietors or at-home businesses that don’t 
want to list their personal information in the public database. And we 
find to our great satisfaction that most of the people that use that service 
are legitimate users because people who are criminal or crooks, if you 
will, don’t pay extra money to protect bad information. They just give us 
that information that looks valid. 

Mr. Whitfield. Right. Mr. Krwawecz, you host these websites. I 
get the impression that you all are really not proactive on monitoring any 
of these sites but that if someone calls and brings it to your attention then 
you will take action, but are you doing anything from a proactive 
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standpoint yourself out there looking to see if a website is hosting, for 
example, child pornography? 

Mr. Krawawecz. Due to the volume of websites that we host, the 
number of pages that can be set up under any particular website, and the 
fact that they can change on a daily basis, it is very difficult for us to 
monitor. Since over the last few weeks we have had some discussions 
about some additional things that we may be able to implement to help 
us monitor the types of websites that are on our services; but we do rely 
on feedback from users or some of the other watchdog groups, the other 
organizations out there that handle the complaints and then report to us. 

Mr. Whitfield. Is there any kind of technology that is available to 
monitor that would be available for either GoDaddy or Blue Gravity? Is 
there technology out there that you could acquire to do this in a more 
proactive manner? 

Mr. Krawawecz. From a Web hosting standpoint and even with 
what GoDaddy does I am not aware of anything that is currently 
available. You know, without physically looking at an image there is no 
software technology that I am aware of that would be able to determine 
whether or not to differentiate between, let us say, a picture of an apple 
or a picture of an orange or a picture of a model or an underage model. 

Mr. Whitfield. Well, because the financial services group that 
testified the other day, the MasterCards and Visas and whatever, they 
referred to something as a Web crawler with a log rhythm type of— it 
looked for certain words and from that they would go check and there 
was a likelihood that it was a site with pornography or something. Have 
you heard of a Web crawler or are you familiar with that? 

Mr. Krawawecz. I am familiar with Web crawlers. I don’t know 
that that would necessarily help us determine— we looked and did 
research during the course of this investigation on one server that we 
have websites hosted on, and a search for the term Lolita and model and 
returned about 150 pages worth of data with maybe 30 to 50 individual 
Web pages on each of those 120 to 150 pages. You would really 
physically have to go through that and just because of the size of our 
company it is not practical for us to go through and be able to examine 
all that data. If there was some technology, Web crawler, or if there is 
something out there that I am not aware of, we are certainly open to 
suggestions or whatever technology Visa, MasterCard, or any of the 
other companies that are out there might be using. 

Mr. Whitfield. So, Ms. Jones, you feel like you all are doing 
everything that you can do as far as preventing these sites from being out 
there or do you think you can do more? 

Ms. Jones. In terms of prevention? 

Mr. Whitfield. Yeah. 
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Ms. Jones. Well, one of the things that we do and it is pretty easy is 
to look and examine files by file size. We find often that Web hosting 
customers, for example, who have very large volumes of data tend to 
have video files because they take up a lot of space. On that, for 
example, we can go view the content, and of course as the gentleman 
suggests you have to look at the content, but we can do that and we do do 
that from time to time, not just on child pornography but on all kinds of 
violations. If I had a staff of a thousand people that could go review all 
of our hosting boxes every day then, absolutely, we could prevent more 
of this but at $1.99 a month for a hosting account the economy is not 
really there for us to do that. 

Mr. Whitfield. Right. Mr. Stupak. 

Mr. Stupak. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Krwawecz, am I 
saying that right? 

Mr. Krawawecz. Krwawecz. 

Mr. Stupak. Krwawecz. The way I understand it. Blue Gravity 
began as an adult pornography site and you don’t create any of your own 
content, is that correct? 

Mr. Krawawecz. That is correct. 

Mr. Stupak. Okay. It is also my understanding that 70 percent of 
your websites that you host are adult content, is that correct? 

Mr. Krawawecz. That is correct, approximately. 

Mr. Stupak. Were you present when the last panel testified, the 
doctors and all them, the guy from corrections? 

Mr. Krawawecz. Yes. 

Mr. Stupak. Okay. In there, they were talking about illegality. 
Would your websites have like violent rapes on them of mature women, 
things like that? 

Mr. Krawawecz. No. 

Mr. Stupak. Where do you decide what would be proper and 
improper website, what guidelines do you have? 

Mr. Krawawecz. You know, content, we use the U.S. law to 
dictate what content is legal and is not legal. We made sure— 

Mr. Stupak. Well, is there a prohibition to have violent rapes 
amongst adults on websites? 

Mr. Krawawecz. We never had any of that type of contact. 

Mr. Stupak. The point I am trying to get at, in child pornography 
they said, well, that is sort of throwing gas on the fire. Remember that 
conversation we were talking about? So why wouldn’t yours be any 
different? Why would you have adult websites that may or may not 
depict that? 
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Mr. Krawawecz. I am not sure I understand the question exactly. 
The websites that we had were similar to subscribing to Playboy, for 
example, that type of material. We never— there— 

Mr. Stupak. Nothing more graphic depictions than that? 

Mr. Krawawecz. No, there are very nitched categories of content 
that is I guess more violent more along the terms of what you are talking 
about, but that is nothing that we ever got into or put up on any websites 
that we had. 

Mr. Stupak. Okay. The point I am trying to make for people if you 
show young children and that may provoke improper sexual contact why 
wouldn’t your websites do the same thing? 

Mr. Krawawecz. I don’t believe that someone is subscribing to an 
issue of Playboy has more or less of a tendency to be involved in any 
kind of violent or aggressive behavior. 

Mr. Stupak. You said you store now for 30 days? 

Mr. Krawawecz. No. Currently we keep the content for about 7 
to 14 days unless we have an order to preserve the content for longer. If 
we get subpoenas for websites sometimes the terms on there dictate that 
we retain that material for 30, 60, 90 days, depending on the length of the 
investigation. 

Mr. Stupak. There have been some proposals to maintain it for a 
year automatically with or without a warrant. Would you be in favor of 
that? 

Mr. Krawawecz. To maintain the actual website content? 

Mr. Stupak. Correct. Website content. 

Mr. Krawawecz. A year might be a little long. It really depends 
on every website varies in size. What we did on this most recent issue 
was put a copy of that website on DVD and archive it, which is also a 
possibility. 

Mr. Stupak. So you could do that then? 

Mr. Krawawecz. Yeah. It would be something that we would 
definitely be open to if there were some guidelines for maintaining that 
data for a specific period of time. I don’t think it is a bad idea at all. 

Mr. Stupak. Ms. Jones, any reason why if we do legislation to 
compel data retention, is there any reason why Web hosting sites should 
be treated differently than ISPs? 

Ms. Jones. No, I don’t think so. To your earlier point, I listened 
with interest to the testimony last week about data retention. I think it 
would be very helpful for hosting providers and Internet service 
providers both to have some kind of a requirement to maintain data, 
particularly customer data, not the content so much because we 
automatically produce the content when we find it. But to retain this 
customer data that is helpful to them because then they don’t have to 
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jump through this additional hoop of getting me a document preservation 
letter or an NSL or some other form of subpoena or document. I just 
automatically know I am required to maintain that for X number of days 
or months or years or whatever it is. So I think that would be helpful, 
and I think it would be productive to helping law enforcement who needs 
all the help they can get on this. 

Mr. Stupak. Well, I guess I am going to have to cut off my 
questions. We got 20 seconds left. 

Mrs. Blackburn. [Presiding] All right. Ms. Jones, thank you, and 
thank you all for hanging in here with us as we go to votes. We had an 
unexpected vote called, and I know that it is a little bit disconcerting. 
Ms. Jones, I really wanted to come to you primarily, and thank you for 
your testimony about GoDaddy and the registrars and the websites and 
the domain registration. And I want to ask you in the earlier questioning 
with the first panel, we talked a little bit about credit cards. 

Ms. Jones. Yes, ma’am. 

Mrs. Blackburn. And the use of credit cards. And Dr. Salter’s 
testimony on one of the ways to really aggressively go after this would 
be cutting off the use of credit cards. And I was noticing in yesterday’s 
Wall Street Journal there is also, and you may have seen this, about fines 
that are being put in place, additional fines for companies that are not 
adhering to the fraud protection elements that are there. I would like to 
hear from you what your advice to us would be on addressing the credit 
card situation for access to these child pornography sites. 

Ms. Jones. Well, first of all, I was very enthusiastic when I read and 
heard some of the testimony from the financial institutions panel that you 
had a couple of weeks ago, or last week, because they are seeing fewer 
incidents of applications for merchant accounts for child pornographers 
than I thought that they would be, but I think the best advice is they have 
to continue a stringent due diligence process in both issuing merchant 
accounts and relationships with acquirers, but also the alternative forms 
of payment like, for example, putting money into an online account and 
just debiting it as you go along or PayPal or gold or Western Union or 
those sorts of things. 

They seem to be much more effective in eliminating the money trail 
because, for example, at GoDaddy we have a 24-hour, 7-day a week 
fraud department that checks credit card transactions. Any of the 
transactions that are coming out of the known areas of offensive 
behavior, we review. So if we know you are a guy that buys this kind of 
stuff, we eliminate your transaction, but that is with credit cards because 
those are easy for us to track. If it is cash, it is a much more difficult 
situation so I guess the point I am trying to make is the focus, I think, 
needs to be on those alternative forms and determining how we can get 
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those people to cooperate and have a relationship with ISPs, domain 
registrars, hosting providers, and all the people that enable the content to 
be put on the Internet in the first place. 

And I don’t see why they wouldn’t support it. I mean this subject 
matters seems to be non-controversial. Nobody thinks it is a bad idea to 
stop these guys from getting on the Internet. 

Mrs. Blackburn. Okay. On the website names and on registering 
a domain name, and you may have answered some of the questions about 
complaints that you get on domain names while I was gone to vote, but 
with companies like yours when they are registering domain names that 
would lend you to believe something is a pornographic site, what kind of 
action can you take on the front end? 

Ms. Jones. Well, we can certainly monitor for particular words or 
particular combinations of words. 

Mrs. Blackburn. Do you have a unit that does that? 

Ms. Jones. With a registration once every 3 seconds or less it is 
very difficult for us to do that particularly on any kind of ongoing basis 
with human intervention, but we can and do monitor certain words. The 
trouble comes in somebody registering CongresswomanBlackburn.com 
and leaving that domain dormant for some period of time, and then after 
60 or 90 or 120 days attaching a website to it. That is where the real bad 
behavior comes because the domain name may have offensive words in 
it, but if there is no content associated with that domain name, if it is just 
sitting in a database somewhere there is nothing improper about it. It 
isn’t resolved to a website. It is not generating any revenue for the 
person. It is just a random domain name sitting there. That is where the 
real problem comes in and that is where it is really important to us to 
have these reports from third parties. It is very helpful to us to get those 
reports. 

Mrs. Blackburn. So it is not always the gateway or the site itself, 
it is the portals that you can enter from that site? 

Ms. Jones. Yes, ma’am. 

Mrs. Blackburn. Mr. Krwawecz, am I saying it properly? 

Mr. Krawawecz. Yes. 

Mrs. Blackburn. For Blue Gravity, any thought on either the 
credit cards or the domain registry? 

Mr. Krawawecz. I agree with Ms. Jones as far as the credit card 
processing. I think the companies like Visa and MasterCard have the 
resources to be able to monitor the merchants that are processing 
transactions, the websites that are associated with it, where the money is 
going and being able to shut down or discontinue processing transactions 
for sites that are promoting child pornography. As far as the domain 
registration, one of the things that I had discussed earlier in the week was 
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there is a fine line between registering a domain related to supporting 
rape victims and then a domain that is promoting rape and being able to 
distinguish which website or domain name is being used for legitimate 
purposes versus someone who is trying to promote child pornography or 
rape or something that is criminal of offensive. 

Mrs. Blackburn. Okay. Ms. Jones, in the testimony that you have 
given, you talked about the investigation on the child modeling sites. 
Did you elaborate on that during questioning? 

Ms. Jones. I did not. 

Mrs. Blackburn. Would you please do that for the record and 
then that is going to be my last question. Just give a little bit more of the 
background of the investigation. 

Ms. Jones. Okay. Typically, we get notices from their parties or 
employees who suspect child modeling sites are on the Internet. We 
conduct an investigation similar to what we do for child pornography. 
Our abuse department would go view the site, would determine that there 
were inappropriate images. Depending on whether or not there are links 
to or relationships with actual child pornography, we would either report 
actually to law enforcement or just to the National Center, the domain 
names, the websites, and the registrant information for the child 
modeling sites, but under any circumstances when we find these, we do 
take them down because they are clearly exploiting children, and I think 
the gentleman from the New York Times demonstrated some of those 
shocking behaviors that they are obviously forcing these children to 
engage in. So the investigation is maybe a little bit simpler than it would 
be with child pornography because the analysis doesn’t have to be as 
careful because the images are typically of children with clothing on. 

But we do take them very seriously, and over the last probably 4 to 6 
months we have seen a huge rise in the number of these sites, so we are 
very concerned about those. 

Mrs. Blackburn. And your investigation led to the awareness of 
over 200 sites, am I correct? 

Ms. Jones. In the last 12 months we have investigated 780 unique 
customers. That equates to thousands of domain names. The one 
example I gave was one customer who had over 200 domain names. One 
guy had 200 websites so that is 200 different children that he had active 
modeling sites on. And they are all the same format, the same content, 
the same type of— generally the same type of behavior but it is every kind 
of child you could possibly want to look at. 

Mrs. Blackburn. And then your company, do you follow this 
through with law enforcement to be sure those sites come down and then 
do you continue if a person is known to set up these sites to prohibit from 
registering new domain names for them? 
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Ms. Jones. Yes. What we do is we report to law enforcement and 
to the National Center, and we eliminate all of the content and domain 
names in that customer’s account. We can also block that credit card 
from ever using our system again. They could always come back as a 
different name or a different credit card, but, yes, we take all of the steps 
and to the point of sometimes even blocking the IP address from which 
those transactions originated from accessing our system. 

Mrs. Blackburn. Thank you so much. I thank both of you for 
your patience and for your testimony, and for working with us on the 
hearing. As you are aware, this is part of a series of hearings that we are 
doing as we review this entire process and work on the online child 
pornography issue. And at this time, I will thank you all for your 
testimony and adjourn the hearing. 

[Whereupon, at 1:35 p.m., the subcommittee was adjourned.] 
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